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SECOND  LETTER 

TO    A 

BRITISH  MEMBER  OF  PARLIAMENT. 


DEAR  SIR, 

J.  FIXD  it  again  necessary  to  resume  my  pen,  to 
answer  some  observations  made  upon  my  former 
letter  to  you,  respecting  the  oppressive  nature  of 
the  Irish  distillery  laws,  and  the  spoliations  prac- 
tised upon  individuals  who  are  totally  unconnected 
with  distillation.  Those  observations  bear  the  sig- 
nature of  Mr.  Coffey :  and  though  they  are  put 
forward  in  his  name,  they  are  evidently  dictated 
by  others.  I  believe,  however,  that  he  is  the  real 
author  of  a  few  of  the  remarks,  and  am  justified  in 
that  belief  by  the  style  of  his  composition :  for  in- 
stance, in  the  36th  page  he  asserts,  that  one  of  my 
statements  "  is  altogether  at  variance  with  fact,  and 
"  that  it  is  scarcely  possible  but  that  I  must  have 
"  known  it  to  be  so."  In  his  pamphlet  are  to 
be  found  other  expressions  of  similar  tendency, 
which  are  pardonable  in  a  man  who  does  not 
appear  to  attribute  much  importance  to  the  usual 
courtesies  of  society.  I  will  therefore  pass  them 
over,  without  reply,  and  confine  myself  principally 
to  those  parts  of  it  which  appear  to  hare  i 


from  the  persons  who  have  employed  him  to  en- 
gross their  statements. 

I  am  very  much  surprised  at  the  author  of  these 
observations,  for  asserting  that  the  greater  num- 
ber and  most  atrocious  of  the  outrages  detailed 
by  me,  were  committed  long  before  the  existence 
of  the  statute  to  which  I  attribute  them,  as  all 
the  outrages  which  I  have  recounted  took  place 
since  the  year  1807,  and  fines  were  imposed  on 
parishes  for  illicit  distillation,  by  an  act  which 
passed  in  that  year,  and  which  is  referred  to,  and 
included  in  the  statute  which  I  quoted.* 

Mr.  Coffey  is  also  wrong  in  asserting,  that  I  im- 
pute the  origin  of  illicit  distillation  to  a  sudden 
change  irr  the  distillery  laws,  as  no  such  allegation 
exists  in  my  first  letter  to  you  ;  but  I  repeat  that 
the  number  of  private  distilleries  increased  enor- 
mously on  the  adoption  of  the  system  of  mono- 
poly in  distillation,  and  have  been  ever  since  the 
greatest  bane  to  the  financial  and  moral  prospe- 
rity of  Ireland.  But  Mr.  Coffey  also  accuses  me  of 
ignorance,  in  asserting  that  small  stills  were  sud- 
denly prohibited  from  working,  when  I  ought  to 
Have  said  that  their  erection  was  prohibited.  I 
believe,  however,  that  the  expression  is  suffici- 
ently correct,  if  it  be  remembered  that  those  small 
stills  which  had  been  previously  established, 

*  54th  Geo,  III.  Chap.  150. 


though  nominally  permitted  to  work,  were  really 
impeded  by  insurmountable  obstacles. 

\  ought  to  apologize  for  occupying  your  time 
with  any  remarks  on  petty  cavils  of  this  descrip- 
tion, but  I  am  compelled  to  take  notice  of  them, 
as  Mr.  Coffey  in  the  subsequent  pages  of  his  ob- 
servations, assumes  such  matters  as  grounds  for 
impeaching  my  honesty. 

I  am  next  overwhelmed  with  official  returns, 
purporting  to  prove  that  the  increased  consump- 
tion of  legal  spirits  has  been  occasioned  by  the 
present  system  of  monopoly.  If,  however,  those 
returns  are  entitled  to  implicit  credit,  the  increased 
consumption  can  be  easily  accounted  for  by  the 
augmented  population  of  Ireland,  which  is  multi- 
plying in  a  ratio  far  exceeding  that  of  legal  spirits, 
as  published  in  the  documents  which  Mr.  Coffey 
produces. 

The  author  of  the  observations  seems  indignant 
at  the  Irish  gentry,  because  they  have  not  always 
acted  as  guagers.  The  justice  of  this  indignation 
will  not,  I  believe,  be  very  evident  to  you  or  to  any 
other  inhabitant  of  Britain,  especially  if  you  pe- 
ruse the  voluminous  list  of  Irish  Excisemen  paid  by 
the  nation  to  repress  smuggling.  The  nobility  and 
gentry  of  Essex,  Sussex,  or  Kent,  would  be  greatly 
astonished  if  an  English  Exciseman  were  so  bold 
as  to  vent  his  anger  against  them  in  print,  because 
they  do  not  personally  explore  the  haunts  of  the 


smugglers  "who  abound  in  those  counties,  and 
because  they  do  not  occupy  their  time  in  pursuing 
and  seizing  them,  and  searching  for  their  bundles 
of  lace  and  casks  of  brandy.  And  yet  I  think  it 
does  not  appear  that  the  gentry  of  Ireland,  who 
have  the  misfortune  to  reside  in  mountainous 
districts  have  ever  encouraged  illicit  distilleries. — 
On  the  contrary,  they  have  generally  discounte- 
nanced them  ;  and  those  among  them  who  are 
magistrates,  have  lent  their  aid  in  the  execution 
of  the  Excise  laws. 

Mr.  Coffey,  however,  accuses  them  of  promot- 
ing the  violation  of  the  Revenue  Laws,  especially 
those  who  inhabit  the  county  of  Donegall ;  and 
without  pretending  to  produce  any  facts  in  justi- 
fication of  his  charge,  he  endeavours  to  prove  it 
by  shewing  that  illicit  distilleries  increase  the 
rents  of  land,  by  raising  the  market  for  grain, 
without  recollecting  that  lawful  distilleries  would 
effect  that  purpose  better  than  the  unlawful.* — 
He  then  infers  the  misconduct  of  the  gentry  from 
what  he  terms  their  interest,  and  his  argument  is 
as  follows: — "  They  are  tempted  to  promote  the 
violation  of  the  laws  by  countenancing  smuggling, 
and  therefore  they  do  promote  their  violation/' 
This  conclusion  may  appear  a  fair  one  to  the  au- 
thor of  the  observations,  fcutitdoes  not  appear  just 

*  In  many  parts  of  Mr.  CofFey's  observation!  there  is  a  confusion  of  terms  re- 
lawful  and  unlawful  distil  Illicit. 


to  me,  \vlio  happen  to  know  many  persons  who 
can  withstand  temptation. 

But  the  most  extraordinary  proof  of  the  miscon- 
duct of  the  Irish  gentry  is  an  extract  from  a  peti- 
tion from  Mr.  Robert  Young-,  a  gentleman  to 
whom  I  alluded  in  my  former  letter,  and  who  suf- 
fered in  a  peculiar  manner  under  the  unjust  seve- 
rity of  the  Excise  Laws.  It  would  appear  from 
Mr.  Coffey's  statement  that  Mr.  Young  in  his  pe- 
tition to  the  Irish  Board  of  Excise,  on  that  occa- 
sion, accuses  landlords  of  illicit  distillation, 
though  he  expressly  attributes  that  offence  to 
some  of  the  landholders.  It  is  strange  that  Mr. 

o 

Coffey  should  have  quoted  the  words  of  this  peti- 
tion, as  they  directly  confute  his  conclusion.  Mr. 
Young  stated,  that  it  was  hard  that  he  (a  landlord) 
should  have  suffered  more  severely  than  those 
landholders,  (tenants,)  who  have  uniformly  en- 
couraged  that  unlawful  trade.  Mr.  Young  has 
distinctly  disavowed  any  accusation  against  the 
country  gentlemen  by  his  expressions  in  this  in- 
stance, and  I  cannot  comprehend  why  Mr.  Cof- 
fey should  consider  them  in  that  light.  It  is  ex- 
tremely unpleasant  to  me  to  trespass  on  your  pati- 
ence by  refuting  such  observations  as  this,  where, 
instead  of  discussing  rational  arguments,  I  am  ob- 
liged to  mark  the  author's  ignorance  of  the  Eng- 
lish language. 

Mr.  Coffey  states,  in  the  eighth  page  of  his  ob- 
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serrations,  that  I  virtually  admit  that  it  is  both  the 
interest  and  practice  of  some  of  the  Irish  gentry  to 
encourage  illicit  distillation,  and  he  then  repre- 
sents me  as  the  author  of  the  following  words,  viz.  : 
"  that  the  law  against  that  practice  would,  if  suc- 
cessful, be  a  prohibition  of  agriculture  in  the  poor 
and  mountainous  districts.3'  In  answer  to  which 
I  must  request  of  you  to  read  the  whole  of  the 
98th  page  of  my  former  letter,  from  which  Mr. 
Cofey  asserts  that  he  makes  his  extract.  You  will 
then  see  how  far  my  meaning  has  been  perverted  ; 
and  I  cannot  persuade  myself  that  when  1  recom- 
mend the  erection  of  legal  distilleries,  it  is  fair  to 
insinuate  that  I  am  demonstrating  the  interest 
which  the  gentry  must  have  in  the  encouragement 
of  illicit  distillation. 

.Mr.  Coffey  immediately  afterwards  makes  a 
strange  inference  from  my  assertion,  that  the  soil 
in  the  mountainous  parts  of  the  county  of  Done- 
gall  is  barren,  and  the  inhabitants  numerous  ;  for 
he  concludes  that  nothing  but  the  practice  of  illi- 
cit distillation,  could  draw  a  superabundant  popu- 
lation to  places  so  uninviting. — In  answer  to 
which  I  reply  that  the  inhabitants  are  not  drawn* 
there,  because  they  are  born  there.  He  then  says, 
"  that  their  poverty  proves  that  the  profits  of  their 
illicit  distillation  centre  at  last  in  the  landlord ;" 

*  To  all  strangers  who  have  visited  Ireland,  the  superabundant  population  ef 
the  meuntainoitf  districts  has  caused  astonishment. 


but  this  conclusion  depends  on  two  mistaken  as- 
sumptions— one,  that  all  the  inhabitants  are  illicit 
distillers — the  other,  that  they  give  to  the  landlords 
the  profits  of  their  trade,  J  neither  of  "which  is 
founded  on  fact,  especially  as  a  majority  of  them 
are  not  landholders. 

Mr.  Coffey,  after  drawing  the  above  conclusion, 
says  that  it  is  in  vain  for  me  to  assert,  that  it  is  not 
the  interest  of  the  Donegall  landowners  to  encou- 
rage muggling ;  and  adds  to  it,  in  a  note,  a  charge 
against  me  of  subsisting  on  the  profits  made  by 
such  violators  of  the  law.  I  cannot  however  avoid 
the  repetition  of  my  assertion,  that  the  landlords 
and  the  clergy  are  both  materially  injured  in  their 
circumstances,  by  that  ill-fated  habit.  An  illicit 
distiller  generally  hires  labourers  and  horses  to 
assist  him  in  his  work,  and  I  am  persuaded  thai 
the  same  sum  of  labour  when  encreased  by  his 
own  work  would  produce  a  greater  profit  if  applied 
to  the  cultivation  of  the  barren  land,  which  gene- 
rally abounds  in  such  districts  ;  so  that  the  land- 
owners and  the  clergy  are  considerable  losers  by 
illicit  distilleries. 

With  respect  to  the  rate  of  tythes  being  affect- 
ed by  illicit  distillation,  I  think  it  necessary  to 
make  a  few  remarks.  An  acre,  according  to  the 
Irish  measure,  is  greater  than  an  English  acre  and 

I  The  profits  of  their  trade  general!  t  centre  ia  another  class  of  pcnons,  to 
•"horn  1  »Jjall  presenUj  allude. 
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a  half.  For  the  tythe  of  an  Irish  acre  of  bar- 
ley, Mr.  Coffey  thinks  that  12s.  is  a  valuation 
much  too  high.#  If,  however,  it  be  considered 
that  twelve  Irish  shillings  are  about  eleven  British, 
this  circumstance,  added  to  the  difference  of  mea- 
sure in  the  acre,  will  bring  the  charge  for  tythe  to 
the  rate  of  about  seven  shillings  and  sixpence 
British,  for  the  tenth  part  of  an  English  acre  of 
barley.  It  has  always  been  the  practice  of  agi- 
tators to  calumniate  the  clergy  of  Ireland,  especi- 
ally on  the  subject  of  their  tythes,  and  I  therefore 
think  it  peculiarly  necessary  to  shew  you  the 
foundation  on  which  such  charges  rest,  and  I  ear- 
nestly hope  that  Parliament  will  soon  take  into 
their  consideration  the  propriety  of  ordering  an 
inquiry  into  the  rates  at  which  the  Irish  tythes  are 
let,  for  in  that  case  I  have  no  doubt,  that  the 
moderation  of  the  Irish  clergy  will  appear  to  be 
greater  than  that  of  any  other  class  of  the  commu- 
nity, and  that  they  voluntarily  resign  more  than 
half  the  value  of  their  benefices.  Mr.  Coffey,  in 
some  of  the  observations  which  appear  in  his 
name,  seems  to  have  travelled  beyond  the  sub- 
jects with  which  his  occupation  should  render 
him  familiar,  for  that  which  affects  the  rates  of 
tythes,  appears  to  be  very  erroneous.  He  brings 
it  forward  to  support  his  assertion,  that  the  price  of 

*  Though  the  gbueral  defcrip.ion  of  Donegall  is  thai  of  a  county  abonndkg 
jr  Tasle  lauds,  yet  tfaare  is  some  good  soil  in  it  on  which  barley  is  generally 
cultivated.— I  cannot,  howerer,  r&ccilect  any  instances  of  twelve  shillings  ka>- 
ipg  beea  charged  for  lie  tythe  pf  au  acre  of  barley  in  Innislctveo. 
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barley  is  increased  three  hundred  per  cent,  by  il- 
licit distilleries,  forgetting  that  the  low  charge 
which  he  instances  as  made  for  the  tythe  of  a  rec- 
tory, rather  proves  its  depreciation. 

From  all  the  documents,  therefore,  which  Mr. 
Coffey  has  brought  forward  to  prove  the  corrup- 
tion of  the  gentry,  I  may  justly  infer  that  he  has 
failed  in  establishing  the  truth  of  his  assertion. 
That  he  has  not  produced  one  instance  which  sup- 
ports him,  and  that  on  the  contrary,  he  is  con- 
futed by  many  of  his  own  facts  and  his  own  argu- 
ments.^ 

On  the  subject  of  the  corruptions  of  Excisemen, 
Mr.  Coffey  appears  to  be  somewhat  rash  in  defy- 
ing me  to  produce  the  names  of  the  parties  ac- 
cused by  some  of  the  inhabitants  of  Innishowen, 
nor  does  it  promote  his  object  to  venture  on  a  ge- 

*  A«  an  illustration  of  his  charges  agaiast  the  gentry  of  the  county  of  Done- 
gall,  the  author  of  the  observations  produces  in  a  note,  answers  made  by  Ge- 
neral Hart,  one  of  the  Representatives  for  that  county,  when  examined  before 
a  Select  Committee,  in  the  year  1816.  The  part  of  his  examination  to  which 
he  alludes,  is  to  be  found  in  the  I04tb  pag*  of  the  minutes  of  evidence.  The 
following  are  the  words  -  Q.  "  Do  haymakers  drink  parliament  whiskey?  A.  1 
-bould  think  not,  if  they  coald  get  any  other." — Q.  "  Did  your  haymakers  drink 
parliament  whiskey  or  not  ? — A.  1  would  not  give  it  to  them  if  I  could  get  aaj 
<_iber."  These  answers  prore  General  Harfs  opinion  of  the  insalubrity  of  the 
cpiriU  made  in  legal  stills  (commonly  called  parliament  whiskey),  bat  they  prove 
nothinj  more.  If  Mr.  Coffey  had  been  the  real  author  of  that  note,  he  would 
hare  probably  added,  that  the  illcga£  spirits  which  had  been  seized  were  gene- 
rally sold  by  auction  at  the  Rerenne  Stores,  in  Londonderry,  from  v.-h:ch  tov»a 
General  Hart's  residence  is  about  four  miles  distant.  As  an  Excise  Officer,-  Mr. 
Coffey  had  peculiar  means  of  knowing  this  fact,  which,  if  it  had  been  brought 
forward,  woulU  have  thrc  vu  sc-me  Kglit  on  th«  meaning  of  the  note. 
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neral  denial  of  the  charge.  With  respect  to  the 
/suppression  of  those  names,  I  consider  the  reason 
given  in  my  former  letter  to  you,  as  a  sufficient 
explanation  of  my  conduct ;  and  my  forbearance 
at  that  time  arose  from  reluctance  to  expose  any 
person  on  the  authority  of  a  simple  affidavit.  The 
question  relating  to  the  corruption  of  Irish  Ex- 
cisemen will,  however,  be  set  at  rest  by  the  fol- 
lowing authentic  documents,  exclusive  of  those 
•which  are  given  as  a  supplement  to  this  letter. 

Extract  in  a  speech  delivered  by  the  Right  Ho- 
nourable John  Foster,  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  the  House  of  Commons,  ~13th  of 
March,  1805. 

"The  Excise,  it  is  true,  has  not  answered  in  the 
prospect  of  an  increased  collection,  particularly 
as  to  the  great  object  of  the  distilleries.  In  talk- 
ing of  the  collection  of  the  revenue,  I  believe  many 
gentlemen  who  hear  me  can  bear  testimony  that 
there  is  not  a  city  or  county  in  Ireland  where  the 
duties  on  distilleries  are  collected ;  they  are  not 
collected  in  the  counties  of  Donegal!,  Tyrone, 
Cavan,  or  any  one  county  in  Connaught.  I  may 
almost  say  there  is  hardly  one  licensed  still  in  them. 
As  to  Dublin,  I  will  not  enter  into  the  detail  of 
how  the  distillery  stands  there  ;  we  know  it  is  a 
common  topic  of  conversation.  I  will  only  say^ 
that  among  the  many  distillers  I  have  talked  with 
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in  Dublin,  there  is  scarcely  one  who  has  not  ac- 
tually avowed  to  me  that  he  did  defraud  the  re- 
venue ;  that  he  was  under  the  necessity  of  doing 
so  for  the  sums  he  was  under  contribution  for  to 
the  Revenue  Officers,  and  that  he  could  not  exist 
if  he  paid  both  them  and  his  Majesty's  duties. 
Not  very  long  ago,  the  whole  of  them,  seventeen 
or  eighteen  in  number,  refused  to  be  examined  on. 
oath  before  the  Commissioners,  and  sent  in  a  me- 
morial, by  way  of  apology,  formally  signed  by 
them,  stating  that  it  would  be  an  act  of  perfidy  in 
them  to  disclose  facts  which  must  tend  to  the  in- 
jury of  others,  and  that  they  could  not,  as  men  of 
honesty  or  honour,  submit  to  be  sworn  to  give 
answers  or  make  discovery  ;  I  have  a  copy  of  the 
memorial.  I  will  add  one  circumstance  more 
among  the  many  which  I  could  mention,  that  in 
the  books  of  a  distiller  there,  who  became  a  bank- 
rupt, was  a  charge,  as  I  am  well  informed,  of  .£1,200 
paid  in  one  year  as  a  compliment  or  contribution 
to  the  Revenue  Officers  on  him.  The  wretched 
system  which  is  pursued  with  regard  to  the  offi- 
cers, is  one  great  cause  of  the  bad  collection  ;  their 
salaries  are  so  small,  and  their  habits  of  expense 
so  great,  that  human  nature  cannot  be  expected  to 
resist  the  temptation  they  are  subject  to.  We 
must  raise  their  salaries  liberally,  establish  grada- 
tions in  their  amount,  through  which  merit  and 
merit  alone  shall  raise  the  officer,  before  we  can 
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hope  to  rescue  the  distillery  from  fraud  and  pecu- 
lation. All  the  exertions  of  the  superior  officer 
will  be  inadequate  without  this  measure  being 
adopted.  I  hope  soon  to  offer  to  your  considera- 
tion means  for  ameliorating  the  whole  system.  It 
wants  amendment.  It  will  hardly  be  believed  in 
this  country,  that  the  Sub-Commissioners  of  Ex- 
cise, before  whom  almost  every  matter  of  re- 
venue, whether  import,  export,  or  internal  is 
tried,  are  themselves  seizing  officers  ;  that  in  every 
trial,  their  own  case,  in  some  other  place,  may  be 
at  issue ;  that  their  interests,  their  education,  their 
habits  lead  them  naturally  to  a  bias  against  th« 
defendant.  How  can  a  jurisdiction  so  constituted 
be  palatable,  or  how  can  it  expect  that  efficacy 
and  vigour,  which  the  whole  country  might  be 
inclined  to  give  to  the  decisions  of  Magistrates, 
or  the  verdicts  of  Juries  ?" 

Extract  from  the  Fifth  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners appointed  to  enquire  into  the  fees , 
gratuities,  fyc.  of  Public  Offices  in  Ireland* 
page  153  awe/154. 

"  (EXCISE — DISTILLATION    OF    SPIRITS.) 

"  After  describing  the  system  established  in  Ire- 
land for  the  collection  and  security  of  the  duties 
arising  from  licensed  distilleries,  and  the  general 
conduct  of  the  officers  who  had  the  immediate 
charge  of  them,  we  wish  we  could  add,  that  the 
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several  regulations  for  the  support  of  that  system 
appeared  to  be   so  efficiently  and  faithfully  exe- 
cuted by  the  Officers,  as  to  have  become  an  ade- 
quate   protection  for   the    revenue;  but,  on   the 
contrary,  our   enquiries  have  developed    to  us  a 
scene  of  almost  incredible  neglect,  collusion  and 
fraud.     When  we  advert  to  the  depositions  of  se- 
veral eminent   distillers,  one  acknowledging  that 
he  frequently  made  5,300  gallons  of  spirits  in  the 
week,  at  a  time  when  he  was  charged  with  2.057 
gallons  only  ;  another,    that  he  usually  made  be- 
tween 9,000  and  10,000  gallons  of  spirits  weekly, 
when  his  charge  was  but  4,970  gallons,  and  that,' 
but  for  some  defectin  his  apparatus,  he  could  have 
made  a   yet   greater   quantity;  a   third,  that  he 
made   on  an  average    6,500  gallons,  and   some- 
times 7,000  weekly,  when  charged  with  but  3,500 ; 
and  a  fourth,  that  he  believes  the  spirits  privately 
made  by  distillers  in  general,  were  at  least  equal 
in  quantity  to  the  spirits  with  which  they  were 
chargeable;  and   when  we    find  all  the  examina- 
tions   concur  in  stating,  that  the  distillers  every 
where    made   considerable    quantities  of  private 
spirits,  we  probably  should  not  exaggerate,  if  we 
compute  the  private  spirits  made  by  licensed  dis- 
tillers to  have  been  more  than  equal  both  to  those 
which  paid   duty    and  those  who  exported  from 
the  King's  warehouses.     The  average  amount  of 
duty  paid  in  the  two  years.  endin(Sf  29th  Septem- 
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ber  1806,  was  J714,241  10*.  Gd.  and  die  quantity 
of  spirits  exported  from  the  King's  stores  on  the 
average  of  two  years,  ending-  the  10th  of  October 
1806,  was  654,558  gallons,  the  duty  on  which 
would  have  amounted  to  <£141,820  18s.  Od.  If, 
therefore,  we  were  well  founded  in  the  computa- 
tion of  the  quantity  of  private  spirits  made  by  the 
distillers,  of  which  their  testimony  can  leave  little 
doubt,  it  will  follow,  that  by  the  frauds  of  licensed 
distillers  alone,  the  Revenue  has,  on  the  average, 
sustained  a  loss  of  <£8565000  and  upwards,  for 
each  of  the  two  last,  and  perhaps  several  preceding 
years.  This  monstrous  fraud  on  the  Revenue,  we 
are  sorry  to  remark,  could  not  have  been  effected 
but  by  the  collusion  and  connivance  of  the  officers, 
whose  corrupt  intercourse  with  the  distillers  ap- 
pears to  have  been  general,  and  would,  almost 
without  other  evidence,  be  manifested  by  the  en- 
ormous amount  of  their  fees. 

Prom  the  Appendix  to  the  same,  page  193  and 
194,  being  an  extract  of  the  deposition  of 
James  Forbes,  Esq.  taken  on  oath,  on  the 
llth,  15f/z,  and  ISth  days  of  September  1806. 

"  There  is  ground  for  suspecting  the  seizure  of 
unlicensed  stills  to  be  in  many  instances  precon- 
certed ;  and  that  the  distiller  stipulates  to  afford 
the  opportunity  of  making  a  seizure,  upon  condi- 
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tion  of  the  officers  forbearing  to  prosecute.     We 
cannot,  except   on  the  supposition  of  some  com- 
pact of  this  nature,  account  for  the  extraordinary 
disproportion   between    the    number  of  seizures 
made,   and  of  informations    brought.     It  might 
therefore,  possibly,   be    advisable   to  extend    the 
principle    already    acknowledged,    in   the  partial 
reduction  of  the  rewards,  by  adding  to  the  present 
amount  of  them,  where  the  seizures  are  followed 
by  convictions ;  and  in    other  cases  withdrawing 
them  altogether  from  the  Officers  of  Excise.     \\  e 
have  dwelt  the  more  fully  on  this  part  of  the  sub- 
ject, because  we  are  persuaded,  that  the  frequency 
of  convictions,  especially  of  individuals  concerned 
in  unlicensed  distillation,   would  be   amongst  the 
most  probable  means  of  effecting  its  suppression. 
"  Notwithstanding    the  severity  of  the  laws  in 

o  •/ 

force  against  unlicensed  distillation,  they  do  not 
appear  to  have  answered  the  end  proposed." 

Extract  from  the  examination  of  W.  B.  Swan, 
Esq.  takcji  on  oath,  the  Vlth,  16th,  and  22d 
of  September  1806.—  Page  229. 

"  When  officers,  not  in  collusion,  go  in  search 
of  these  stills,  the  whole  surrounding  country  is 
alarmed  by  the  soviuding  of  horns  and  firing  of 
shots,  so  that  every  thing  is  frequently  removed 
entirely  from  the  premises  before  the  arrival  of 
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the  officer.  The  stills  never  being  set,  but  placed 
on  stones,  are  easily  taken  up  and  conveyed  away, 
and  sometimes  they  are  thrown  into  bogs  and 
other  concealed  places. 

"  Examinant  saith,  that  in  his  opinion,  preven- 
tive Surveyors  and  Gaugers  who  have  no  salaries, 
very  much  encourage  private  distillation,  that  they 
may  lay  under  contribution  those  who  are  con- 
cerned in  it ;  and  he  believes  that  many  of  them 
draw  therefrom  a  very  considerable  income. 

"  Examinant  thinks,  that  the  bounties  of  Re- 
venue Officers,  and  the  Military,  for  the  detection 
of  private  stills,  are  in  general  very  fradulently 
obtained,  and  thereby  a  great  expence  to  the  Re- 
venue improperly  incurred.  Examinant  is  of 
opinion,  that  the  easy  manner  in  which  these 
bounties  are  obtained,  is  a  great  temptation  to 
such  frauds.  He  thinks  it  would  be  better  to 
allow  the  military  double  the  present  subsistence 
money,  and  that  the  bounties  should  in  future  be 
paid  only  out  of  the  penalties  levied  on  the  pa- 
rishes, which  would  give  the  Revenue  Officers 
and  Military  an  interest  in  the  successful  issue  of 
the  prosecution.  Examinant  conceives,  that  if 
private  stills  were  effectually  pu'c  down,  public 
stills  would,  in  many  instances,  be  erected,  where- 
by a  great  increase  of  Revenue  would  be  pro- 
duced, 

"  This  Examinant  saith,  that  private  malting 
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a«d  \vhich  singliugs  this  deponent  himself  hauled 
out,  and  handed  over  to  the  said  M — ,  who  spilled 
said  singliugs  and  broke  the  vessel  in  which  the 
same  was  contained,  on  the  spot.  Deponent  saith, 
he  then  requested  said  M —  to  accompany  him  a 
little  farther  on,  to  a  place  where  deponent  sus- 
pected a  private  still  to  have  been  concealed, 
but  which  after  a  long  and  diligent  search 
they  were  unable  to  find,  until  the  said  M — 
and  the  party,  weary  of  the  business,  gave  up  the 
pursuit,  and  were  going  off,  but  deponent  still 
believing,  as  he  had  reason  to  do,  that  the  still  was 
concealed  somewhere  about  the  town,  or  village, 
persevered  in  his  search  and  endeavoured  to  find 
out  the  same  ;  and  after  the  said  M —  and  his  party 
had  gone  a  considerable  way  off,  deponent  found 
said  still,  concealed  in  a  kearn,  or  large  heap  of 
stones,  in  an  open  field  in  said  tow  nland ;  and 
immediately  called  out  to  said  M —  to  comeback, 
and  said  M —  and  his  party  did  accordingly  return 
to  deponent,  who  then  handed  said  still  to  said 
M — >  who  took  the  same  away. — Deponent  saith, 
that  shortly  before  the  following  Spring  Assizes  of 
Lifford,  in  said  county  of  Donegall,  he  was  greatly 
surprised  at  being  served  with  two  notices,  or  in- 
formations, by  the  said  M — ,  to  have  two  fines  im- 
posed on  said  townland,  at  said  assizes,  one  fine 
for  said  singliugs,  and  another  for  said  still,  which 
deponent  himself  had  found  out  and  seized  as 
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aforesaid  ;  and  deponent  conceiving  and  believing^ 
that  it  never  was,  or  could  be  the  intention  of  the 
Legislature  to  harass  and  distress  his  Majesty's 
subjects,  by  imposing  and  levying  fines,  under 
circumstances  like  those  just  stated,  proceeded  to 
Lifford  on  the  first,  day  of  said  Assizes,  and  ap- 
plied to  E — -  C — ,  Esq.& ,  and  represented 

to  him  the  grievance  under  which  he  deponent 
laboured,  and  the  loss  he  was  going  to  be  made 
to  suffer  by  his  interference  as  before  stated  ;  and 
the  said  Mr.  C—  sent  for  and  conversed  with  the 
gajd  M — .  He  the  said  Mr.  C —  then  agreed  to 
•withdraw  one  of  said  informations  .upon  thejerms 
that  deponent  would  suffer  said  M —  (who  is  the 
brother-in-law  of  the  said  Mr.  C — ,  as  deponent 
believes,)  to  get  the  Vither  fine  without  any 
opposition  ;  but  deponent  still  feeling  the  cru- 
elty of  such  treatment,  refused  fo  consent  to  the 
terms  so  proposed  by  the  said  Mr.  C — ,  and 
went  to  consult  an  attorney,  who,  after  hearing 
what  deponent  then  stated,  and  now  sets  forth, 
informed  deponent,  that  neither  of  the  said 
informations  would  succeed  with  said  M — , 
but  that  deponent  would  be  obliged  to  pay  three 
guineas  and  an  half  for  the  traverse  of  each  infor- 
mation, before  he  would  be  permitted  to  take  any 
defence  thereto  ;  and  deponent,  not  expecting  to 
be  put  to  such  trouble  or  expense,  and  having  left 

*  One  of  the  superior  Officers  of  Excise. 
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home  and  gone  to  said  assizes  totally  unprepared 
to  meet  such  expense,  .lie  gave  what  money  he 
had  and  could  spare,  namely,  three  pounds  eighteen 
shillings  and  three  pence,  to  said  attorney,  and  in- 
structed him  to  traverse  and  defend  one  of  said 
informations  ;  «  id  deponent  having  shortly  after- 
wards  met  said  Mr.  C  — ,  informed  him  of  what  said 
attorney  had  told  deponent,  whereupon  the  said 
Mr.  C —  seemed  very  much  dissatisfied  with  depo- 
nent for  taking  defence,  and  informed  deponent 
that  unless  deponent  gave  said  M — one  fine,  with- 
out opposition  or  defence,  he  deponent  must  de- 
fend against  both  the  informations,  for  that  he  the 
said  C — would  prosecute  them  both  ;  and  the  said 
Mr.  C. —  so  frightened  deponent,  who  was  not 
then  prepared  to  meet  the  great  expence  of  a  se- 
cond traverse,  that  deponent  was  absolutely  forced 
and  obliged  through  downright  fear,  and  want  of 
money,  to  submit  to  the  terms  proposed  by  said 
Mr.  C — ,  and  accordingly  one  of  said  informations 
was  withdrawn,  and  said  townland  of  Carramore 
was  fined  in  ,£25  on  the  other  of  said  informations, 
without  any  traverse  or  opposition.  And  depo- 
nent saith,  when  he  went  back  to  said  attorney  to 
instruct  him  not  to  traverse  either  of  said  infor- 
mations, and  to  get  back  the  money  deponent  had 
given  him,  he  the  said  attorney  kept  a  guinea  from 
deponent  for  the  few  words  which  he  had  spoken 
to  deponent,  and  returned  the  remainder  to  depo- 
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nent ;  and  deponent  saith,  he  was  put  to  upwards 
of  six  pounds  of  expences  by  the  said  transaction, 
in  being  obliged  to  go  to  said  assizes,  where  he 
had  no  other  business  but  merely  to  defend  himself 
against  the  unjust  proceedings  of  said  M- — . 

This  deponent  further  saith,  thf.t  on  the  ninth 

day  of  June  last,  one  F ,  an  officer  of  Excise, 

who  resides  at  Grousehall,  in  said  county  of  Done- 
gall,  came  to  said  townland  of  Carramore,  with  a 
military  party,  looking  for  seizures,  and  having 
found  two  vessels  with  pot-ale  in  a  house,  and  the 
body  of  an  old  tin  still  buried  in  a  bog  hole,  con- 
venient to  the  same  house,  he  said  F —  having 
spilled  said  pot-ale  and  broken  the  vessels  which 
contained  it,  brought  said  old  still  to  the  street  of 
the  dwelling-house  of  deponent,  and  he  said  F — 
thereupon  said,  "  I  have  found  two  seizures  to-day, 
"  and  that  will  be  two  fines  upon  this  town- 
"  land" — to  which  observation  deponent  replied, 
and  said  "  you  surely  will  not  strike  two  fines  for 
"  the  same  seizure,  taken  from  one  person  at  the 
"  same  time  and  place."  And  after  some  fur- 
ther conversation,  he  said  F — ,  cut  said  still 
with  a  large  sword,  and  deponent  took  up  a 
shoulder -stone,  and  with  it  dashed  the  two  sides  of 
said  still , together,  whereupon  the  soldiers  who 
wdre  of  the  party,  kicked  said  still  about,  and  threw 
it  over  a  bridge  into  a  river,  a  short  distance  from 
deponent's  residence,  from  which  river  the  said 


23 

still  was  taken  up,  by  a  little  boy,  who  thereupon 
lodged  the  same  in  an  out-house  very  near  depo- 
nent's, where  it  has  since  remained .  Deponent  saith 
that  some  days  previous  to  the  last  Summer  assizes 
of  Liftbrd  aforesaid,  he  the  said  F —  served  depo- 
nent with  two  notices,  or  informations,  for  two 
tines  on  said  townland  or  quarterland  of  Carra- 
more,  one  for  said  pot-ale  and  another  for  said  still ; 
and  deponent  saith,  that  in  the  information  which 
he  the  said  F — has  brought  to  recover  the  fine  for 
*aid  still,  he  has  sworn,  or  appears  to  have  sworn, 
on  oath,  before  Robert  Young",  Esq.  a  Magistrate 

tor  said  county  of  Donegal!,  that  he,  said  F 

lodged  said  still  in  his  Majesty's  stores  at  London- 
derry, in  the  city  and  county  of  Londonderry,  as 
appears  by  the  said  information,  signed  and  at- 
tested by  the  said  Robert  Young,  and  now  in  de- 
ponent's possession  ;  whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth, 
the  said  still  never  was  lodged  by  said  F —  in  any 
such  store,  in  the  city  of  Londonderry,  or  else- 
where, for  the  same  has  remained  in  deponent's 
custody,  from  the  day  it  was  seieed  until  the  pre- 
sent time,  nor  did  the  said  F —  make  any  other 
seizure  of  any  other  still  on  said  townland  or  quar- 
terland, to  the  lodging  of  which  he  could  have 
sworn  in  the  manner  he  appears  to  have  done. — 
Yet  the  said  F —  has  had  the  hardihood  to  perse- 
vere in  prosecuting  the  said  two  informations, 
and  has  actually  succeeded  in  imposing  two  fines 
upon  the  said  town  or  quarterland,  for  said  still 
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and  pot-ale.  Deponent  further  saith,  that  on  the 
twenty -fourth  day  of  October  last,  he  the  said 
F —  came  with  a  military  party  to  the  dwelling- 
house  of  Mrs.  Isabella  Scott,  widow,  who  is  de- 
ponent's mother-in-law,  and  with  whom  deponent 
lives  and  resides  in  the  same  house,  and  he  the  said 
F —  forcibly  broke  open  the  door  of  her  cow- 
house, and  took  and  drove  away  from  her  and 
deponent,  eight  cows,  one  bull,  and  two  horses, 
which  he  drove  to  Cam,  a  distance  of  three  miles, 
and  from  Carn  to  Grousehall,  a  distance  of  near 
five  miles,  and  back  to  Carn,  and  then  to  Grouse- 
hall,  and  back  again  to  Cam,  where  said  F —  at 
length  sold  said  cattle  by  auction,  for  £11.  Is.  6d. 
which  was  not  the  one-fourth  of  their  value,  in 
consequence  of  the  hard  driving,  beating,  and 
abuse  they  received  from  the  time  when  they  were 
seized  until  they  were  sold  ;  and  deponent  saith, 
that  one  of  said  cows  was  fat  and  in  high  condi- 
tion, and  consequently  could  not  travel  as  quick 
as  the  rest,  and  by  the  beating  and  abuse  she  re- 
ceived from  the  soldiers  under  the  command  of 
said  F — ,  who  deponent  was  credibly  informed 
and  verily  believes  not  only  beat  said  cow  with 
the  but-end  of  their  muskets,  but  actually  stabbed 
her  tvilh  their  bayonets,  to  make  her  travel 
quicker  than  she  was  able  to  do,  that  said  cow  was 
nearly  killed,  and  rendered  useless  by  such  abuse, 
before  she  was  sold  in  Carn  as  aforesaid;  depo- 


25 

cent  saith,   that  previous  to  said  F having1 

broken  open  said  cow-house  door,  deponent  en- 
treated of  him  not  to  harass  or  distress  the  said 
.  Scott  or  deponent,  uho  were  quite  innocent 
of  any  thing  like  the  offence  for  which  the  fines, 
which  he  the  said  F —  was  levying,  were  imposed, 
and  begged  of  said  F —  to  go  with  deponent  to  the 
other  part  of  said  townland  where  the  seizures  were 
made,  and  that  deponent  would  produce  and  deli- 
ver to  him  the  said  F —  a  sufficiency  belonging  to 
the  guilty  person,  to  satisfy  his  the  said  F — 's  de- 
mand, but  the  said  F —  thereupon  damned  himself 
if  he  would  go  a  step,  but  that  he  would  rack  de- 
ponent, though  he  well  knew  and  was  convinced, 
deponent  hadnothing  whatever  to  do  with  said  still, 
or  pot-ale;  and  one  of  the  soldiers  at  the  same  time 
made  two  thrusts  at  deponent,  with  a  charged  bay- 
onet, and  when  deponent  stepped  out  of  his  reach, 
he  the  said  soldier  actually  levelled  his  loaded  gun, 
and  presented  it  at  deponent,  and  w  ith  a  violent 
oath  swore  [he  would  blow  deponent's  brains  out, 
for  that  deponent  had  brought  an  action  against 
Mr.  F — ;  and  deponent  was  actually  afraid  lest  the 
said  soldier  would  put  his  threats  into  execution. 
Deponent  saith,  the  few  facts  herein  stated  are  but 
a  faint  representation  tff  the  cruel  manner  in  which 
deponent  and  the  whole  country  have  been  treated 
by  Revenue  Officers,  who  have  trampled  upon  the 
people  to  such  a  degree,  that  the  country  is  re- 
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ducecl  to  a  state  of  absolute  beggary,  and  almost 
to  starvation,  and  the  hearts  and  spirits  of  the 
honest  and  industrious  inhabitants,  depressed  and 
broken  down,  even  to  despair. 

Sworn  before  me,  at  the  city  of  Londonderry, 
this  10th  day  of  April,  1818. 

WILLAM  LECKY. 
J.  P.  for  the  city  of  Londonderry, 
Thomas  Johnson 


County  ^  Brien  M'Cormick,  of  Mossy-Glen, 
of  x  being  duly  sworn  and  examined  be- 
Donegall.)  fore  me,  saith,  that  about  Lammas 
twelvemonth,  Mr.  Newman  seized 
from  deponent  three  cows,  one  ewe  and  one  lamb, 
fora  still  fine  ;&  that  he  deponent  did  follow  them 
to  Londonderry,  with  the  hope  of  releasing  them  ; 
that  when  he  went  to  the  yard  where  seized  cattle 
were  generally  kept,  some  persons  who  were  at- 
tending there  refused  to  let  deponent  see  his 
cattle ;  that,  deponent  did  on  the  following  morn- 
ing go  again  to  the  yard,  and  found  that  the  cattle 
•were  not  there  ;  was  informed  by  some  persons  at 
the  aforesaid  yard,  that  they  supposed  that  the 

*  It  is  perhaps  unnecessary  to  add,  that  deponent  was  innocent  of  the  offence  of 
illicit  distillation  ;  as  his  advanced  age  sufficiently  proves  it. 
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cattle  were  driven  away  to  some  grazing  grounds 
to  be  fattened. 

Deponent  further  saith,  that  he  never  got  any 
receipt  or  acknowledgment  for  said  cattle  ;  that  he 
is  now  obliged  to  beg,  having  no  means  of  sup- 
port for  himself  or  his  wife  ;  that  he  thinks 
(hat  he  Avould  not  have  been  obliged  to  beg, 
if  his  property  had  not  been  taken  from  him  bx 
Mr.  Newman  and  his  assistants  ;  that  he  has  a 
small  farm  which  is  lying  waste,  having  no  means 
to  cultivate  it  ;  that  he  is  eighty-one  years  of  age, 
and  that  he  believes  his  wife  is  about  the  same 
age,  and  that  she  is  deorepid,  and  that  one  of  her 
arms  is  powerless. 

Sworn  before  me,  this  10th  day  of  April,  1818. 

EDWARD  CHICHESTER. 
his 


mark. 
Truly  read  by  John  Price. 


County   }      Richard  Corran.  John  Corran,  John 
of      /  Kelly,  Charles  Coyle,  Patrick  Graney, 
Donegall )  John   Graney,    and  John  Corran,  of 
Carakeel,  in  Upper  Morrill,  came  be- 
fore me,  and  being  sworn  on  the  Holy  Evangelists, 
made  oath  and  said,  that  on  the  20th  day  of  May, 
1816,  John   Robinson,  and    a  party  of  soldiers, 
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•seized  and  drove  away  from  deponent's  nine  head 
of  cattle,  being  cows  and  horses,  and  according  to 
the  Ganger's  usual  custom, an  auction  was  proclaim- 
ed for  the  sale  of  said  cattle,  on  a  certain  day,  but 
previous  to  the  day  of  sale,  when  the  yard  was 
examined  by  some  of  the  deponents,  they  found 
to  their  astonishment,  that  their  cattle  were  all  gone, 
and  have  never  got  any  account  for  them  since. 
Dated  this  10th  day  of  April,  1818. 

R.  YOUNG. 

Richard  @t>rran.  his 

Charles  Coyle.  John  X  Kelly's 

Patrick  Graney.  mark, 

John  Corran.  his 

his  JohnX  Graney 's 

John  X  Corran 's  mark, 

mark. 


County  }  Brien  Gillon,  of  Lisdarragan,  beiiig 
of  >•  duly  sworn  and  examined  before  me, 
Donegal!.;  saith,  that  in  the  year  1796,  as  nearly 
as  he  can  recollect,  he  deponent  did  prove  at  the 
Custom  House  at  Londonderry,  that  E —  J — ,  an 
officer  of  his  Majesty's  Revenue,  did  forego  and 
neglect  his  duty,  in  consideration  of  bribes  given 
by  deponent  to  the  said  E —  J — 's  wife,  and  that 
he  also  did  prove  that  the  said  E —  J —  did  know 
of  the  said  bribes  received  by  his  wife ;  that  he 


29 

did  then  prove  that  he  was  compelled  by  the  said 
J — and  his  wife  to  pay  to  her  a  quarterly  stipend 
of  one  guinea  and  an  half,  and  was  frequently  ob- 
liged to  work  without  washes  for  her  husband 

~  o 

while  he  was  building  a  house  in  the  town  of  Malin, 
and  was  frequently  obliged  to  send  butter  to  his 
said  wffe,  and  that  he  did  prove  that  the  said  E — 
J — did  personally  threaten  him  the  said  deponent, 
when  he  was  dilatory  in  paying  stipends  to  his 
said  wife. 

Sworn  before  me,  this  llth §day  of  April  1818. 

EWDARD    ClIICHESTER. 

Brien  Gillon. 


County  ^      Daniel  M'Laughlin,  of  the  Knock,  in 

of      >  the  parish  of  Culdaff,  came  before  me, 

Donegalls  this  day,  and  made  oath,  that,  to  the 

best   of    his   recollection,    about    the 

month    of    September,   in    the  year  1810,    Mr. 

,  Excise  Officer,  (having  made  a  seizure 

from  deponent  of  the  head  and  worm  of  a  still,  a 
cask  of  singlings,  and  a  sack  of  malt,)  proposed  to 
give  up  to  deponent  the  cask  of  singlings  and  the 
sack  of  malt,on]conditions  that  deponent  would  find 
him  the  body  of  his  still ;  with  which  conditions 
deponent  swears  that  he  complied ;  and  that  the 
»aid  Mr.  —  also  stood  to  his  proposal,  by  leaving 
the  deponent  the  cask  of  singlings  and  sack  of 
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malt  above  mentioned.      And  deponent   further 

swears,  that  he  believes  the  said  Mr. made 

the  proposal  above  mentioned  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  a  reward  of  c£25  from  Government  for 
the  full  seizure. 

Sworn  before  me,  the  llth  day  of  April,  1818. 

R.  YOUN-G. 
his 

Donald  X  M'Laughlins 
mark. 


County  ^      Daniel  Harkiii,  of  Glentaugher,  be- 
of       >  ing  duly  sworn  and  examined  before 
Donegall.  /  me,  saith,  that   he  is  servant  to  Mr. 
Henry  Alexander,    the  proprietor   of 
Glentaugher  aforesaid,  being  employed  by  him  to 
attend  to  the  cattle  which  usually  graze  there. 

Deponent  further  saith,  that  late  in  the  month 
of  last  October,  Mr.  Flately,  an  Excise  Officer,  did 
distrain  cattle  grazing  on  the  aforesaid  lands  of 
Glentaugher ;  that  the  number  of  the  eattle  so 
seized  amounted  to  nine ;  and  that  he  did  after- 
wards sell  them  by  public  auction,  in  the  market 
of  Carndonagh  for  a  still  fine, 

Deponent  further  saith,  that  the  said  Mr.  Flately 
did  on  the  aforesaid  occasion  seize  cattle  belong- 
ing to  Thomas  Johnston  of  Glentaugher  aforesaid, 
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and  did  force  open  the  door  of  the  house  contain- 
ing his  cattle,  although  the  said  door  was  bolted  ; 
that  he  deponent  did  hear  the  said  Thomas  John- 
ston requesting  of  the  said  Mr.  Flately  to  spare  his 
cattle,  and  that  he  Johnston  would  shew  him  the 
effects  of  the  persons  who  had  caused  the  fine  to 
be  imposed  ;  but  that  the  said  Mr.  FlatelY  did  reply 
that  he  would  not  seize  any  other  cattle,  as  he 
considered  that  he  had  already  distrained  a  sufli- 

• 

cien.t  number  to  pay  the  fine. 

Sworn  before  me,  April  13th.  1818. 

EDWARD  CHICHESTER. 
his 

Daniel  X  Harkin's 

mark. 
Truly  read  by  John  Prjce. 


County   \      The  joint  and  several  affidavits  of 

of       v  Mrs.     Ann    Bramhall,     of  Trumaty, 

Donegal!.)  in    the   barony    of  Jnnsihowen   and 

county  of  Donegal!,  and  of  Catherine 

Brookins,  servant  girl  to  the  said  Ann   Bramhall, 

in  the  year  1816. 

The  said  Ann  Bramhall  for  herself  saith,  that 
on  or  about  the  10th  day  of  May,  1815,  a  notice  or 
information  was  sent  down  to  the  inhabitants  of 
said  barony,  by  Mr.  Hewit  (one  of  the  Com- 
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missioners,  and  then  High  Sheriff  of  said  county 
as  deponent  believes,)  calling  upon  them  to  come 
in  and  settle  for  still-fines  which  had  been  im- 
posed the  previous  assizes,  and  that  these  who 
did  so  should  meet  with  every  indulgence. 

In  consequence  of  this  information,  deponent 
Ann  Bramhall,  who  is  a  very  old  widow  woman, 
pwards  of  70  years  of  age,  and  who  holds  then 
half  of  a  very  extensive  quarterland,  came  to 
Derry,  and  paid  a  sum  of  <£50  in  cash,  and  passed 
her  promissory  note  for  £85  8s.  4d.  being  the 
amount  of  five  fines  imposed  upon  said  quarter- 
laud,  and  which  was  the  sum  then  demanded  by 
said  Mr.  Hewit,  and  who  thereupon  informed 
deponent  Ann,  that  both  she  and  her  tenants 
should  be  entirely  clear  thereafter,  provided  they 
committed  no  new  offence,  and  which  they  did  not 
afterwards  commit,  as  deponent  verily  believes ;  but, 
not  regarding  this  promise,  on  or  about  the  21st  of 
June  following,  the  entire  cattle  belonging  to  a 
village  called  Bogstoun,  the  property  of  deponent 
Ann,  were  distrained  by  Mr.  Brady,  Officer  of 
Excise,  which  were  part  of  the  cattle  that  she  was 
to  have  had  exonerated  upon  paying  the  former 
fines,  and  would  not  be  given  up  until  deponent 
Ann  was  obliged  to  pay  two  more  fines,  making  a 
sum  of  <£195  10s.  9d.  Mr.  He  wit  again  said,  that 
deponent  Ann  should  have  the  entire  cattle  to 
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herself,  and  that  she  might  make  herself  easy,  that 
she  should  not  meet  with  further  annoyance. 

On  the  19th  of  March,  1816,  a  Mr.  Jackson, 
acting- under  Mr.  Newman,  collector  of  still  fines 
(as  deponent  has  heard  and  believes)  came  to  her 
house,  and  took  up  all  her  cattle,  as  also  those 
which  had  been  given  up  to  her  by  Mr.  He  wit, 
and  said  Jackson  would  not  e?en  give  her  up  her 
horse  to  bring-  her  to  Deny,  to  have  the  business 
settled,  but  rode  him  off,  leaped  and  abused 
him,  and  then  turned  him  loose  into  an  open 
yard,  in  the  city  of  Derry,  among  cows,  where 
he  remained  a  long  time,  as  deponent  was  inform- 
ed and  believes. 

She  was  obliged  to  borrow  a  horse  from  one  of 

o 

her  tenants  to  come  to  Derry,  and  before  she 
could  get  them  released,  was  obliged  to  pay 
£2  13s.  8d.  expences,  and  passed  her  note  for 
three  more  fines,  ^81  5s. 

On. the  21st  of  May  following,  Mr.  Middleton, 
Officer  of  Excise,  again  came  and  took  up  two 
cows,  and  which  was  afterwards  purchased  by  her 
agent  at  £3  2s.  2d. 

Not  satisfied  with  all  this  treatment,  on  the 
10th  of  June.  Mr.  Brady.  Officer  of  Excise,  (act- 
ing under  Mr.  Newman's  warrant,  which  he  pro- 
duced and  shewed  to  defendant  Anne)  together 
with  a  Mr.  Kernaghan,  came  to  the  dwelling- 
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house  of  deponent  about  six  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, and  demanded  admittance,  which  was  com- 
plied with ;  they  then  with  a  party  of  both  soldiers 
and  police,  entered  the  dwelling-house,  and  took 
away  every  particle  of  furniture  they  could  get 
hold  of  out  into  the  yard,  which  they  put  upon  a 
cart  or  car,  and  conveyed  to  Derry.  And  the  said  Ca- 
therine Brookins  saith,  that  said  Brady  and  Ker- 
naghari  then  went  up  stairs  to  the1  room  where 
her  daughter  was  lying  sick,  and  the  said  Cathe- 
rine Brookins  saith,  that  said  Kernaghan  desired 
her  to  get  up,  that  nothing  was  the  matter  with 
her,;  he  then  went  to  the  bed,  took  her  by  the 
arm,  and  wanted  to  feel  her  pulse,  searched  about 
the  bolster  and  bed  side.  Kerrraghan  then  went 
to  Brady,  and  told  him  it  was  a  feather  bed,  then 
ordered  two  of  the  police  men  to  go  and  pull 
the  bed  from  under  her.  Deponent,  Catherine, 
then  begged  of  them  to  go  out  until  Miss  Bram- 
hall  would  get  up,  and  strive  to  put  on  her 
clothes,  the  men  said  they  would  wait  at  the  foot 
<jf  the  stairs  until  she  would  put  on  her  clothes. 

Deponent  Anne  saith,  that  she  was  then  obliged 
fo  give  up  an  order  of  Mr.  Newman's,  which  had 
been  given  to  her  for  rent  due  by  a  man  of  the 
name  of  Coyle,  one  of  her  tenants,  who  was  con- 
stable to  the  party  ;  and  which  money  was  due  by 
said  Coyle,  for  the  sum  of  £12  2s.  3d.  before 
they  would  allow  her  to  keep  the  feather-bed  ; 
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in  this  instance  to  pursue,  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
forcing1 respect  to  their  authority  ;  for  I  am  con- 
vinced that  all  the  Members  will  see  that  such 
misconduct,  if  it  pass  unpunished,  will  form  a 
precedent  for  future  contumacy,  and  may  eventu- 
ally lead  to  serious  infractions  of  the  constitution. 

In  consequence  of  such  conduct  on  the  part  of 
the  Board  of  Excise,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  declare, 
that  I  do  not  attach  credit  to  their  Official  Re- 
turns. 

But  granting,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that 
their  reports  are  authentic,  I  still  maintain  that 
they  do  not  refute  my  assertions  respecting  the 
failure  of  the  fining  system,  because  the  only  con- 
siderable diminution  of  illicit  distillation  which 
they  set  forth,  is  represented  as  having  taken  place 
in  the  year  1817  ;  a  time,  when  the  famine,  and 
high  prices  of  grain  effectually  prevented  private 
distillers  from  working.  In  Innishowen  alone 
did  illicit  distillation  exist  at  that  period  ;  for  it 
was  in  Innishowen  that  the  laws  which  autho- 
rize the  imposition  of  still  fines  were  most  rigo- 
rously executed. 

If,  however,  it  could  even  be  proved,  that  this 
unjust  system  had  been  attended  with  success,  it 
is  dearly  purchased  by  the  sacrifice  of  property, 
life,  and  morals ;  for  no  expediency,  however 
great,  can  justify  the  doing  of  so  much  evil,  that 
good  may  come  of  it. 
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As  to  the  quantity  of  spirit  permitted  -into  the 
barony  of  Innishowen  during  the  last  year,  the 
change  could  be  fully  accounted  for,  even  grant- 
ing that  the  official  reports  are  credible,  as  it  is 
easily  explained  by  the  practice  generally  adopt- 
ed by  licensed  publicans ;  which  is,  the  introduc- 
tion of  permitted  spirits  to  their  houses,  in  order 
that  they  may  veil  from  detection  their  traffic  in 
the  illicit. 

The  private  distillers  in  that  barony,  however, 
have  been  of  late  considerably  harassed  by  two 
gentlemen  attached  to  the  police,  who  were  sent 
there  to  apprehend  felons ;  but  it  is  necessary  to 
observe,  that  they  neither  take  bribes  nor  impose 
still  fines,  I  lament  to  say,  however,  that  illicit 
distillation  is  still  prevalent  there,  and  that  it  has 
greatljr  increased  in  the  adjoining  barony. 

With  respect  to  the  great  improvement  which 
Mr.  Coffey  alleges  to  have  taken  place  in  Erris, 
1  have  only  to  observe,  that  he  is  considerably 
misinformed  respecting  that  district  of  the  barony 
of  innishowen. 

,  Every  thing  possible  was  done  by  their  landlord, 
Captain  Charleton,  to  effect  the  destruction  of 
their  illicit  distilleries;  and  the  inhabitants  jointly 
and  severally  swore,  that  they  would  neither  distill 
privately,  nor  permit  others  to  do  so.  Unhappily, 
however,  some  of  the  individuals  who  had  bound 
themselves  by  those  sacred  obligations,  were  lately 
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detected  in  the  act  of  illicit  distillation.  Among 
the  evils  which  the  present  Excise  system  has 
extended  in  Ireland,  one  of  the  greatest  is  that  of 
perjury  ;  and  if  the  Legislature  does  not  soon  inter- 
fere on  this  point,  it  is  impossible  to  calculate  the 
probable  deterioration  of  the  people.  The  great 
inducement  offered  to  Excisemen  to  impose  fines, 
prompts  them  to  commit  that  crime  to  gratify 
their  avarice,  \vhile  the  ruin  which  menaces  the 
peasantry,  acts  as  a  corresponding  temptation  to 
them  to  meet  their  informations  by  the  same 
means. 

In  the  arguments  which  I  have  offered  against 
the  principle  of  punishing  the  innocent  for  the 
offences  of  the  guilty,  I  am  accused  of  supposing 
extreme  cases.  If  they  are  extreme  cases,  the 
majority  of  them  have  had  actual  existence,  as 
may  be  seen  in  the  different  documents  which 
have  been  already  made  public. 

Having  stated  in  my  former  letter  to  you,  that 
the  powers  with  which  Excise  officers  are  invested 
are  very  extensive,  and  that "  the  present  existence 
of  illicit  distillation  is  a  conclusive  proof  of  their 
fraud,"  Mr.  Coffey  infers,  that  I  have  inadver- 
tently given  my  testimony  in  favour  cf  the  fining 
system.  It  is  evident  that  he  mistakes  my  mean- 
ing; for  I  alluded  to  their  power  of  personal 
punishment,  which,  if  better  modified,  and  ho- 
nestly exerted,  is  more  likely  to  intimidate  offend- 
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ers,  than  the  legal   calamities  inflicted  on  their 
neighbours. 

I  know  not  in  what  terms  to  convey  to  you  my 
astonishment  at  the  35th  and  36th  pages  of  Mr. 
Coffey's  observations.  He  there  puts  into  my 
mouth  the  sentiments  which  I  represented  as  the 
delusions  of  the  peasantry,  with  respect  to  the 
establishment  of  a  camp  at  Baskil ;  and  then  ac- 
cuses me  of  wilful  falsehood.  Had  I  delivered 
those  opinions  as  my  own,  he  might  have  also 
charged  me  with  folly.  His  observations  being  so 
much  misplaced,  at  the  commencement  of  his 
subject,  it  is  no  wonder  that  the  remainder  of  his 
reasonings  should  be  erroneous.  He  makes  it 
however  unnecessary  for  me  to  trace  his  mistakes, 
because  after  fighting  me  with  great  courage,  he 
suddenly  deserts  from  the  enemy  to  my  side,  and 
assists  me  in  carrying  my  point — he  expresses  his 
sudden  concurrence  with  me  on  the  very  subject 
of  our  dispute,  and  agrees  with  me  in  saying,  that 
the  camp  had  a  very  bad  effect,  and  greatly  en- 
couraged smuggling  in  Innishoiven.% 

He  soon,  however,  returns  to  his  former  party, 
and  exposes  rny  inconsistency  in  asserting  that  the 
peasantry  were  irritated  at  a  military  force,  which 
in  the  end  did  not  molest  them  ;  and  from  this  it 
would  appear  that  he  conceives  that  a  threat  of 

*  He  docs  not  even  undertake  to  defend  the  Excise  Officers  stationed  in  that 
camp,  against  the  charge  of  encouraging  the  sale  of  illicit  spirits  in  it. 
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destruction  contains  no  offence,  provided  that  sub- 
sequent events  prevented  its  execution. 

I  conceived  that  I  had  shewn  sufficiently  that 
the  peasantry  were  in  a  state  of  irritation,  pre- 
viously to  the  establishment  of  the  camp.  #  iMr. 
Coffey,  however,  thinks  that  I  have  omitted  to  do 
so.  The  only  mode  which  I  can  devise  for  ac- 
commodating this  difference  of  opinion  is  to  re- 
quest that  he  will  read  my  statement.  As  I  do 
not  wish  to  impute  to  him  wilful  misrepresenta- 
tion, 1  will  only  remark  Jhathe  has  not  informed 
himself  sufficiently  to  make  just  observations  upon 
my  letter. 

As  to  Mr.  Coffey Js  denial  or  palliation  of  the 

offences   discovered   on    the  investigation  before 

Mr.  Therry,    it  is  sufficient  to  observe,  that  the 

question   is  set  at   rest  by  the.  Board  of  Excise 

having  thought  it  necessary  to  make  compensation 

to  several  of  the  individuals  whose   cases  appear 

on  that    investigation ;  f  thus  affixing  an  official 

stamp  upon  the  justice  of  their  cause.     I  cannot 

therefore  but  wonder  at  the  imprudence  of  Mr. 

Coffey  in  bringing  forward   these  cases,   against 

my  statement  and  introducing  the  names  of  Mr. 

Colhouu  to  whom  100/.  was  granted,  of  Moriarty, 

who  was  convicted  of  an  outrageous  assault,  or  of 

Newman  who  was  dismissed  for  his  misconduct  by 

order  of  the  Lord    Lieutenant — all    of  them    in- 

*  Page  67  and  70  of  ray  former  letter. 

•f  Mr.  S.  ErainLall,  whose  suffering*  were  entirely  unmerited,  it  old,  desolate., 
*nd  unprotected,  and  has  received  no  compensation. 
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stances  so  strongly  confuting  his  allegations  against 
my  candour. 

It  is  not  likely  that  any  person  will  be  bi- 
assed much  in  favour  of  Mr.  Robert  Newman, 
the  collector  of  fines,  by  the  documents  which 
Mr.  Coffey  produces  in  his  favour,  The  appoint- 
ment and  retention  of  that  individual  (who  is 
a  cashiered  military  officer)  fixes  an  indelible 
stigma  on  the  character  of  the  Board  of  Excise.^ 
The  verdicts  given  against  him  for  his  outrages, 
by  disinterested  juries,  are  set  aside  by  Mr.  Cof- 
fey 's  decision,  who  libels  the  administration  of 
justice,  f  that  he  may  contradict  my  statements 
respecting  his  outrages.  Mr.  Coflfey  would 
have  employed  himself  to  his  country's  good, 
if  he  had  informed  the  public  what  portion 
qf  the  many  thousands  of  pounds  (levied  as  still 
fines  by  Mr.  Newman)  has  been  accounted  for  ; 
the  number  and  description  of  the  goods  seized, 
mid  the  manner  in  which  they  were  sold.  It 
would  have  been  also  a  meritorious  act  in  him  to 
have  furnished  an  exact  copy  of  the  bond  of  secu- 

*  At  a  General  Court  Martial  held  at  Borabay^the  12th  of  December,  1810, 
Lieutenant  Robert  Newman,  of  the  2d  batt.  56th  regiment,  was  arraigned  for 
conduct  unbecoming  the  character  of  an  officer,  and  highly  subversive  of  good 
order  and  military  discipline  ;  and  having  been  found  guilty  of  those  charges,  "he 
was  sentenced  to  be  cashiered ;  and  his  Royal  Highness  the  Cornmauder-in- 
Clvief  directed  that  thise  charges,  together  with  the  finding  and  sentence  of  the 
Court,  should  be  read  at  the  head  of  every  corps,  and  entered  in  the  regimental 
order  book. — Extract  of  a  General  Order  issued  from  the  Horse-Guards, 
Nov.  27,  1811.— No.  222. 

t  Page  49,  in  whieh  Mr.  Coffey  says,  that  a  Revenue  Offieer  tried  in  inch 
a  county  as  Donegalll,  is  not  tried  by  hi*  peers. 


33 

rity  which  the  Commissioners  required  of  him 
when  they  employed  him  to  levy  indiscriminately 
so  great  a  sum  of  money  off  the  innocent  and  the 
guilty.  Such  documents  as  these  Mould  have 
thrown  some  light  upon  the  motives  and  conduct 
of  the  Board  of  Excise,  and  would  have  rescued 
its  character  from  much  suspicion  and  obloquy. 

In  order,  however,  to  shew  to  the  world  the 
perjury  of  the  juries  which  gave  verdicts  against 
.Mr.  Newman,  the  Excise  Collector  of  still  fines, 
.Mr.  Coffey  produces  a  private  communication  to 
the  Board  of  Excise  from  their  own  Solicitor  and 
their  own  Counsellor,  who  were  feed  by  them  to 
defend  Mr.  Newman  in  the  actions  to  which  I  al- 
lude.* I  do  not  say  these  Excise  lawyers  were  in- 
fluenced by  the  great  incomes  which  they  derived 
from  the  fees  for  imposing  still  duties ;  for  I  do 
not  (like  Mr.  Coffey)  consider  temptation  as  the 
only  rule  for  determining  the  conduct  of  indivi- 
duals ;  but  I  must  ever  protest  against  the  in- 
structions of  an  attorney )  or  the  brief  of  an  ad- 
vocate, when  produced  as  evidence  against  the 
decision  of  a  Court  of  Justice.  I  must,  therefore, 
still  continue  to  believe,  that  the  Board  of  Excise 
ought  not  to  have  appointed  Mr.  Newman  to  so 

*  The  Commissioners  of  Excise  have  hitherto  employed  their  lavv-officers  to 
defend  Gangers  tn  actions  of  a  private  nature,  and  at  the  Lent  Assizes  for  tbe 
County  of  Donegall,  in  the  year  1817,  t^ro  of  them  were  supported  by  that 
Board  in  a  case  of  a  wanton  and  cruel  assault  upon  a  Terr  peaceable  individual, 
committed  by  them  in  their  drunkenness,  when  thej  were  Dot  OB  reveaue  d^tv . — 
The  case  was,  Dohwtv  v.  Collissttuaod  Undwwccd. 
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confidential  and  delicate  a  situation  as  that  which  he 
filled,  after  his  having  been  cashiered  by  a  court 
martial  ;  and  that  they  ought  not  to  have  retained 
him  in  office  after  two  verdicts  had  been  given 
against  him  for  flagrant  misconduct.  & 

In  the  53d  page  of  Mr.  Coffey's  observations,  he 
is  peculiarly  unfortunate  in  appealing  against  me  to 
the  testimony  of  T.  Brady,  as  recorded  in  the  mi- 
nutes of  the  Excise  investigation,  held  at  London- 
derry, because  those  minutes  contain  an  admis- 
sion of  that  individual,  that  he  had  stolen  a  mare 
from  among  the  distrained  cattle.  On  that  occa- 
sion, it  was  promised  that  Brady  should  be  im- 
mediately dismissed.  He  is  still,  however,  un- 
der the  protection  of  the  Board  of  Excise,  and 
employed  and  paid  as  a  guager.  After  having 
made  this  unfortunate  remark,  Mr.  .Coffey  pro- 
ceeds to  say,  that  I  have  contradicted  myself,  hav- 
ing- in  my  former  letter  accused  Mr.  Newman  pf 
a  robbery,  though  I  had  on  another  occasion  denied 
it.  I  am  not,  however,  aware  of  having  applied 
that  expression  to  Mr.  Newman's  forcible  seizure 
of  a  purse  of  money  from  a  man  named  M'Cancl- 
lass.  1  ought,  however,  to  have  denominated 
that  deed  a  robbery,  if  I  had  believed  that  Mr. 
Newman  had  not  accounted  for  the  money. 

*  It  is  generally!  believed  that  tke  Board  of  Kxcise  made  Mr.  Newman 
a  preseut  of  £500,  exclusive  of  all  the  allowances  previously  ordered.  Mr. 
Coffey,  who  has  access  to  their  confidential  papers,  will  probably  be  able  to 
ascertain  this  poiut. 
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It  is  asserted  in  the  Observations  (page  57)  that 
I  have  stated,  without  authority,  that  blank  Ex- 
cise Returns  contain  columns  for  seized  wearing 
apparel.  This  information,  however,  I  have  de- 
rived from  a  very  respectable  source,*  and  there- 
fore I  cannot  retract  my  allegation. 

It  is  remarked  (in  page  58  of  the  Observations) 
that  I  listen  to  witnesses  who  reside  in  a  country 
where  perjury  is  common.  If  I  do  so,  I  imitate 
the  conduct  of  Mr.  Coffev,  who  brings  forward 

J  ' 

tke  testimony  of  Excisemen  in  contradiction  to 
my  assertions.  Were  the  Judges  in  Westminster 
Hall  to  reject  those  witnesses  who  come  before 
them,  because  perjury  is  very  common  in  Lon- 
don, Mr.  Coffey  would  deem  it  a  very  extraor- 
dinary rule  of  court.  A  perjured  individual  ought 
certainly  to  be  an  inadmissible  witness. 

The  sum  of  money  granted  to  the  Grand  Jury 
of  the  county  of  Donegall,  to  repair  roads  and 
bridges,  is  adduced  as  an  unanswerable  proof  by 
Mr.  Coffey,  that  the  levy  of  still  fines  could  not 
have  been  severe  ;  yet,  strange  as  it  may  appear 
to  Mr.  Coffey,  the  Grand  Jury  were  induced  to 
grant  a  large  sum  for  those  purposes,  in  consider- 

*   Mr.  Sftmuel  Lomsden,  of  tie  50th  regiment,  -who,  haxinj  b»«n  ordered 
b»  Excisemen  to  atteud  them  with  a  military  force  to  levy  still-nnes,  saw  these 
raturn*  in  May,  1816.     That  gentleman  has  rendered  emicent  assisUoce  ki  tbe 
'racy,  ia  preparing  the  mischief  which  Ibe  Board  of  Excise  c? 

I) 
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ation  of  the  exhausted  state  of  the  country.  The 
money  expended  in  making  roads  is  received  by 
the  poorer  inhabitants  of  the  counties  which  con- 
tribute it ;  so  that  the  Grand  Jury  rates,  when  re- 
strained within  due  bounds,  afford  a  seasonable 
relief  in  times  of  distress,  by  affording  to  the  poor, 
pay  and  employment.  This  measure  was  ear- 
nestly recommended  by  the  Judges  of  Assize  in 
several  counties  in  Ireland  during  the  last  year, 
and  it  in  some  degree  alleviated  the  general  mi- 
sery. 

You  will  observe  that  Mr.  Coffey,  in  endea- 
vouring to  explain,  by  an  evasion,  the  breach  of 
faith  committed  in  seizing  grain  contrary  to  the 
spirit  of  the  Board's  proclamation,  seems  to  think 
that  it  was  justifiable,  because  the  sufferer  is  a 
tinker,  and  because  he  makes  stills  for  smug- 
glers. These  reasons,  if  they  were  even  suffi- 
cient, are  produced  on  the  authority  of  Mr.  Cof- 
fey himself.  But  to  any  person  who  will  take  the 
trouble  of  reading  the  affidavits  annexed  to  my 
statement  of  that  transaction,  it  will  appear  that 
the  quibble  which  Mr.  Coffey  has  been  instructed 
to  use  will  not  apply  to  the  case. 

As  a  proof  that  Excisemen  are  not  interested  in 
the  collection  of  still  fines,  Mr.  Coffey  asserts,  that 
the  responsibility  of  the  Treasury  for  their  moiety 
of  the  fines  must  make  it  appear  that  a  sense  of 
cluty  is  the  motive  which  urges  them  to  levy 
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them — (page  66  of  the  Observations).  He  seems 
to  have  forgotten,  that  those  who  collect  them  are 
granted  a  reward,  by  the  Board  of  Excise,  for 
every  pound  which  they  collect,  exclusive  of  that 
moiety. 

It  is  not  easy  to  reconcile  to  the  old  rules  of 
evidence  the  account  given  by  Mr.  .Eneas  Coffey* 
of  the  Rev.  Lucius  Can's  conduct  toward?  Ex- 
cisemen, as  he  rests  the  truth  of  his  assertions  on 
the  minutes  of  evidence  taken  before  a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  But  in  order  to  ena- 
ble you  to  comprehend  the  full  effect  of  his  repre- 
sentation, it  is  proper  that  I  should  inform  you 
who  the  witness  is  whose  testimonv  he  cites. 

v 

He  is  no  other  than  Mr,  JEneas  Coffey  him' 
self!!!^  so  that  Mr.  jEneas  Coffey  confirms  the 
charge  of  murder  and  perjury  against  a  Clergy- 
man, by  appealing  to  the  authority  of  Mr.  Jineas 
Cofley  !  Such  are  his  grounds  for  destroying 

*  Page  69  of  his  Observations. 

t  Mr.  Coffevs  statement  is  as  follows. — Part  of  the  evidence  given  before 
Vbat  Committee,  relative  to.  that  Reverend  Gentleman,  and  which  remains  on- 
•  ontradicted,  was,  that  he  imported  "  men  traps  into  Derry,  for  the  avowed  pur- 
pose of  catching  any  Revenue  Officer  that  might  attempt  to  come  into  hi« 
grounds;"  and  that,  when  summoned  on  a  Revenue  trial,  to  give  evidene 
•against  one  of  his  tenants,  he  addressed  the  lawyer,  who  conducted  the  prose- 
cution, in  such  words  as  the  following :— "  Yon  know  a  Revenue  oath  is  of  no 
consequence,  and  you  will  find  me  of  very  little  service  to  yon ;  then  turning  to  the 
smagglers,  who  were  in  great  numbers  in  court,  he  continued,  "  Now,  my  boys, 
you  shall  see  how  I  will  switch  for  you,"  or  some  such  words. 

D2 
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the  characters  of  individuals !  Such  are  his  ideas 
concerning  the  nature  of  testimony.  Had  Mr. 
Coffey  lived  in  other  times,  he  might  have  in- 
structed Blackstone  in  the  nature  of  testimony,  or 
enlightened  Locke  on  identity  and  diversity. 

It  is,  however,  possible,  that  Mr.  Gary  may 
have  used,  in  jest,  the  expressions  imputed  to  him, 
especially  the  satirical  remarks  on  the  perjury  of 
.Revenue  officers ;  hut  Mr.  Coffey  has,  in  his  Ob- 
servations, given  him  a  memorable  lesson  on  the 
necessity  of  preserving  in  future  an  unchangeable 
gra\ity,  and  abstaining  from  social  gaiety  and 
lively  conversation. 

In  the  73d  page  of  Mr.  Coffey's  Observations, 
he  dwells  much  on  an  inaccuracy  in  my  former 
letter  to  you  respecting  a  very  oppressive  measure 
towards  a  respectable  individual,  who,  from  public 
spirit  alone,  had  been  induced  to  expend  a  large 
sum  of  money  in  the  erection  of  a  legal  distillery, 
confiding  in  the  regulations  established  by  an  Act 
of  Parliament.  This  subject  has  caused  much 
conversation  of  late  years,  and  I  have  several 
times  heard  the  matter  related  as  I  have  described 
it.  A  trivial  discordance,  however,  between  Co- 
lonel Barry's  testimony  and  the  story  as  it  was 
reported  to  me,  affords  to  Mr.  Coffey  an  oppor- 
iunity  for  a  warm  attack  on  me,  in  which  he  aims 
his  blows  both  at  my  head  and  my  heart ;  but 
the  entire  of  my  crime  appears  to  consist  in  my 
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having-  stated  that  the  Board  of  Excise  withdrew 
his  license,  when  I  ought  to  have  said  that  they 
refused  it.  The  hardship,  however,  which  that 
oenerous  gentleman  incurred  by  the  refusal,  was 
precisely  the  same  as  that  which  would  have  been 
caused  by  the  resumption  of  a  license  previously 
granted. 

But  in  order  to  expose  to  fuller  view  the  "  base 
nature  of  my  principles,"  Mr.  Coffey  displays  to 
the  world  "  my  unfair  behaviour"  in  referring  to  a 
page  of  the  Committee  Report,  which  does  not 
relate  to  my  subject,  viz.  the  inconsistency  of  the 
Irish  distillery  regulations;*  my  offence  is  a  cle- 
rical error,  53  having  been  used  instead  of  70.  On 
this  subject,  and  the  foregoing,  he  indulges  him- 
self in  a  considerable  degree  of  exultation,  which 
he  will  pardon  me  for  interrupting  by  the  pro- 
duction of  the  following  document. 

Copy  of  an  Order  issued  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Inland  Excise  in  Ireland,  to  the  Collector  of 
Kxcise  at  Belfast. 

Excise  Office,  Dublin,  Dec.  I2ih,  1816. 

No.  537. 

Sir — You  are  to  apprize  the  proprietor  of  the 
distillery  at  Carrickfergus,  that  a  large  still  being 
about  to  be  erected  at  Belfast,  the  policy  of  licen^ 

*  P.  73  of  tin  Obiervation*. 
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sing  a  small  still  so  near  Belfast  will  then  cease, 
and  that  the  Board  think  it  right  to  give  him  no- 
tice that  it  is  their  intention  not  to  renew  the  li- 
cense for  such  small  still  on  the  expiration  of  the 
present  one  at  Michaelmas  next. 

By  Order  of  the  Commissioners, 

GEORGE  WALLER. 

Sir — The  above  is  the  Copy  of  an  Order  which 
has  been  received  here  concerning  your  distillery, 
which  I  hereby  communicate  to  you. 
I  am,  Sir, 

your  otedient  Servant, 
ISAAC  FLEMING,  Pro  Collector. 
To  JWr.  John  Thompson, 
Carrickfergus . 

The  following  Petition  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
on  the  same  subject,  will  also  contribute  to 
shorten  the  duration  of  Mr.  Coffey's  triumph. 

To  the  Honourable  the  Commons  of  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland^  in 
Parliament  assembled. 

The  Petition  of  John  Thompson,  of  Car- 
rickfergns,  in  the  county  of  the  town 
of  Carrickfergus, 
Humbly  Sheweth, 
That  your  Petitioner  commenced  distilling  in 
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Carrickfergus  under  the  Small  Still  Act,  #  in  the 
year  1813  ;  from  which  period,  till  the  12th  day  of 
December  1816,  your  petitioner  had  expended  in 
his  concern  upwards  of  £6000  sterling ;  that  on  the 
said  12th  day  of  December  your  petitioner  was 
served  with  a  notice  from  the  Commissioners  of 
Excise  in  Ireland,  acquainting  petitioner  that  they 
would  not  renew  his  licence  after  Michaelmas  then 
following,  on  account  of  a  larger  still  being  about 
to  be  erected  in  the  town  of  Belfast.  That  your 
petitioner  sent  a  remonstrance  to  the  Board  of 
Excise,  but  received  no  reply. 

That  on  the  26th  day  of  December  last,  your 
petitioner  applied  for  licence  to  work  a  still  of  60 
gallons  contents,  at  the  same  time  consenting  to 
be  charged  with  200  doubling's  per  month ;  this 
the  Board  of  Excise  refused  to  grant ;  and  your 
petitioner  submits,  that  the  present  law  does  not 
empower  the  Commissioners  of  Excise  to  refuse 
such  licence,  when  the  distillery  formerly  worked 
under  the  small  still  act,  and  the  distiller  consent- 
ing to  be  charged  with  two  hundred  doubling's 
per  month. 

That  your  petitioner  has  at  the  same  time  to  state, 
that  the  Board  of  Excise  has  granted  licence,  on 
similar  applications  from  other  houses  in  the 
trade. 

That   your  petitioner  has  repeatedly  made  ap- 

*  The  statute  which  is  called  ttie  Small  Still  -ict,  is  totallr  useles-  to  tL« 
peasantry. 
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plication  for  a  licence  adapted  to  the  extent  of  his 
concerns,  but  has  as  repeater] ly  been  refused. 

That  your  petitioner  having-  laid  out  so  large  a 
sum  of  money  on  his  distillery,  was  induced  to 
consent  to  work  a  larger  still  than  his  work  would 
admit  of,  as  the  Board  of  Excise  would  grant  no 
other  licence  to  your  petitioner. 

That  your  petitioner  having  attempted  to  work 
the  said  last  still  for  the  last  five  months,  is  now 
obliged  to  abandon  the  trade,  with  a  loss  of  j£l,OQO 
sterling,  besides  charges  unjustly  preferred  against 
your  petitioner  by  the  Excise  for  a  very  large 
amount. 

That  your  petitioner  has  further  to  state  to  your 
Honourable  House,  that  he  has  repeatedly  called 
on  the  Board  of  Excise  for  an  investigation  into 
the  improper  conduct  of  some  of  the  officers  in 
charge  of  petitioner's  distillery,  and  has  as  often 
been  refused  ;  and  your  petitioner  has  not  been 
left  any  other  alternative  than  to  appeal  to  your 
Honourable  House  for  redress. 

Your  petitioner  therefore  prays  your  Honoura- 
ble House  will  take  his  case  into  consideration, 
and  order  the  Commissioners  of  Excise  to  grant 
him  such  a  licence  as  by  law  he  has  a  right  to, 
and  order  them  to  have  petitioner's  grievances  in- 
vestigated. And  Memorialist,  as  in  duty  bound, 
will  pray.  JOHN  THOMPSON, 

Carrickfergus,  April  21, 1818. 
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"With  respect  to  the  powers  thus  exerted  by  the 
Bo'ard  of  Excise,  I  think  it  unnecessary  to  trouble 
you  any  further  ;  for  the  injudicious  defence  which 
has  been  put  into  Mr.  Coffey's  hands  has  elicited 
such  evidence  as  must  silence  all  disputes  on  the 
subject. 

On  my  proposal,  that  small  stills  might  be  in- 
dulged with  some  concessions,  Mr.  Coffey's  ad- 
visers have  furnished  him  with  the  following  re- 
marks :  # — 

"  Inexperience  is  at  all  times  fertile  in  inven- 
tion, because  it  is  unchecked  by  the  difficulties 
of  execution ;  but  few  will  agree  with  Mr.  C., 
that  it  would  be  an  easy  matter  to  create,  by  Act 
of  Parliament,  an  arbitrary  boundary  between  the 
richer  and  the  poorer  districts,"  &c. 

He  afterwards  says:  "  the  subject  is  fraught 
with  great  difficulties ;  and  when  Mr.  C.  said  it 
would  be  an  easy  matter  to  legislate  on  the  prin- 
ciple he  proposed,  he  was  bound  at  least  to  enter 
into  some  details  to  show  the  apparent  practica- 
bility of  his  plan." 

It .  appears  that  the  real  authors  of  these  re- 
marks are  not  influenced  by  the  argumentum  ad 
verecundiam,  as  they  are  in  direct  opposition  to 
the  sentiments  of  an  individual  whose  character 
deserves  respect— the  Chairman  of  the  Irish  Board 
of  Excise.  Mr.  CofTey,  an  Excise  Inspector,* 

*  Page  80. 
*  A  sort  of  Upper  Ganger, 
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could  not  have  presumed  to  arraign  in  such  terms 
the  opinion  of  the  chief  of  his  department:  so  that 
I  am  fully  justified  in  my  belief  that  he  has  had 
a  very  small  share  in  the  composition  of  the 
pamphlet  which  bears  his  name— a  name  to  which 
I  sometimes  allude  from  necessity,  as  it  is  that 
which  appears  in  the  title-page.  It  is  not,  there- 
fore, necessary  for  me  to  assert  that  this  regula- 
tion has  succeeded  in  Scotland,^  as  it  may  suffice 
to  quote  Mr.  Hawthorne's  opinion,  which,  in  this 
point  at  least,  favours  my  proposal. 

The  following  are  extracts  from  the  evidence 
given  by  Charles  S.  Hawthorne,  Esq.  Chief 
Commissioner  of  the  Irish  Board  of  Excise ; 
some  parts  of  which  are  not  in  unison  with 
JUr.  Coffees  sentiments. 
"  Be  good  enough  to  state,  as  fully  as  you  can, 
io  the  Committee,  what  in  your  opinion  would 
be  the  effect  that  a  reduction  of  the  duty  upon  le- 
gal spirits  would  have  in  suppressing  illicit  distil- 
lation."     '  If  a   sufficient   coercion  be    kept   up 
on  illicit  distillation,  I  should  think  a  reduction, 
of  duty  to  such  a  rate  as  might  induce  the  con- 
sumption of  legal  spirits  instead  of  illegal  spirit, 
would  greatly  tend  to  its  suppression;  my  opinion 

*  The.  licensing  of  small  stills  on  favourable  terms  in  the  smuggling  districts 
of  Scotland,  has,  within  thp  last  year,  increased  the  rf  venue  of  th»t  country  war, 
£  160,000. 
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is  shortly  this,  that  m  order  to  repress  illicit  dis- 
tillation, so  as  that  the  Revenue  would  be  in  a 
state  of  safety,  (for  total  suppression  is  not  to  be 
expected),  the  system  ought  to  consist  of  a  very 
vigorous  coercion  upon  the  one  hand  and  on  the 
other,  of  measures  calculated  to  induce  the  people 
voluntarily  to  abandon  their  illicit  practices :  the 
coercion  to  which  I  refer  is,  that  of  maintaining  the 
laws  imposing  fines  upon  townlands,  or  places 
where  the  offence  is  committed,  in  their  full  vi- 
gour ;  the  inducements  would  consist  in  reducing 
the  duties  on  home-made  spirits  to  a  lower  rate 
than  they  are  at  present,  and  in  liberally  encou- 
raging the  establishment  of  small  stills,  viz. 
of  the  contents  of  between  65  and  44  or  40 
gallons,  with  a  view  of  affording  a  ready  market 
for  the  corn  of  the  country.  With  respect  to 
the  duties,  I  should  be  inclined  to  propose  a 
reduction  thereof,  with  reference  to  the  kingdom 
generally,  and  a  further  reduction  by  way  of  draw- 
back to  the  consumer  in  the  principal  illicit  still 
districts.  It  may  be  apprehended  that  this  latter 
regulation  may  give  rise  to  frauds  against  the  Re- 
venue, but  I  think  that  measures  may  be  devised 
to  guard  against  such  frauds,  principally  by  ware- 
bousing  all  the  spirits  brought  for  consumption 
into  the  illicit  district  from  other  districts,  and  also 
all  spirits  produced  by  stills  erected  within  those 
districts  ;  such  spirits  to  be  sent  into  songumption 
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from  the  warehouse  only ;  and  by  not  allowing1 
any  spirits  to  be  permitted  out  of  those  districts, 
except  from  the  warehouses  in  which  they  .were 
originally  deposited.  My  object  in  proposing  a 
reduction  of  duty,  with  reference  to  the  kingdom 
generally,  is  to  prevent,  if  possible,  illicit  distil- 
lation spreading  into,  and  becoming  habitual  in. 
those  districts  where  it  has  only  recently  appeared 
and  is  not  rooted ;  and  my  view  in  proposing  a 
low  duty  in  the  principal  illicit  still  districts  is  to 
induce  the  people,  by  a  reduction  of  price,  to  sub- 
stitute the  use  of  legal  spirits  fof  that  of  illegal 
spirits/' 

"  What  effect  do  you  think  that  the  reduction 
that  you  mention  would  have  upon  the  revenue 
of  the  kingdom  ?"— *  If  the  reduction  I  mention 
shall  have  the  effect  I  expect  from  it — namely,  that 
of  suppressing  illicit  distillation,  or,  rather,  con- 
fining it  within  narrow  limits,  (for,  as  I  have 
already  said,  total  suppression  is  not  to  be  ex- 
pected,) it  would  be  highly  beneficial  to  the  re- 
venue in  point  of  produce;  but  I  consider  the 
evil  of  illicit  distillation  to  be  so  very  great,  that 
I  think  its  suppression  would  be  desirable,  even 
at  the  sacrifice  of  some  revenue,  which,  supposing 
it  to  take  place,  would,  I  believe,  be  but  tempo- 
rary/ 

•"  Then  you  do  not  think  that  the  operation  of 
the  fiaing  system  alone,  unless  accompanied  with 
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a  reduction  of  duty,  -will  suppress  illicit  distilla- 
tion ?"  '  I  do  not  think  that  the  operation  of  the 
lining  system  alone,  without  measures  such  as  £ 
have  suggested,  or  others  formed  upon  the  same 
principle,  will  suppress  illicit  distillation/  "  Then 
you  consider  the  reduction  of  duty  one  of  those 
measures  ?" — '  I  am  not  aware  of  any  other  thai 
will  be  so  efficient,  in  aid  of  the  fining  system,  as 
a  reduction  of  duty/ 

"  Have  you  any  doubt,  putting  out  of  the 
question  the  illicit  distilleries,  that  the  effect  of 
lowering  the  duty  throughout  the  kingdom  at  large 
would  be  exceedingly  injurious  to  the  morals  of 
the  people,  and  the  quiet  of  the  country  r" — 
'  From  any  thing  that  I  know  or  have  heard  of, 
I  don't  think  that  the  lowering  of  the  duty  to  4s. 
British  per  gallon,  (which  would  be  the  result  of 
my  measure.)  would  have  the  effect  now  men- 
tioned. 1  am  not  aware  that  when  the  duty  was 
4s.  a  gallon,  that  there  was  a  greater  excess  of 
drunkenness  than  there  has  been  since  it  has 
been  6s.  a  gallon ;  nor  am  I  aware,  that  when  the 
half  duty  was  in  operation,  which  had  the  effect 
of  reducing  the  duty  from  5s.  6d.  to  a  rate  below 
that,  in  proportion  to  the  quantity  of  excess  spirits 
produced,  drunkenness  prevailed  more  than  it 
had  before/ 

"  Do   you  consider  that  the  effect  to  be  pro- 
duced by  a  ^n  in  the  duty  upon  spiri* 


ef  so  much  consequence,  that  it  must  necessarily 
and  essentially  form  part  of  any  system  for  the 
suppression  of  illicit  distillation  ?"  '  It  certainly 
would  form  part  of  any  system  to  be  framed  by 
me.  # 

If  those  persons  who  dictated  Mr.  Coffey's 
observations  will  consider  the  above  suggestions 
of  Mr.  Hawthorne,  they  will  perhaps  excuse  a 
Country  Clergyman  for  having  uttered  the  same 
sentiments* 

It  now  remains  for  me  to  rescue  my  own  cha- 
racter from  the  charges  which  Mr.  Coffey  has 
brought  against  it : — they  are  more  than  insinu- 
ations, and  demand  from  me  distinct  answers. 

In  the  41st  page  of  his  Obervations,  he  makes 
the  following  remark : — 

"  If,  for  example,  he  had  detailed  the  horrible 
manner  in  which  the  population  expressed  their 
savage  joy  when  they  had  obtained  the  important 
triumph  of  murdering  a  soldier,  in  1807,  the  brutal 
indignities  which  they  practised  on  the  unfortu- 
nate man's  body  in  the  plenitude  of  their  exulta- 
tion— if  Mr.  C.  had  detailed  some  of  these  things, 
his  readers  Avould  be  better  able  to  appreciate  the 
value  of  his  eulogium  on  the  general  character  of 
the  Innishowen  smugglers." 

*  These  extracts  do  not  countenance  a  report,  generally  prevalent,  that  Mr. 
Hawthorne  has  lent  Ins  assistance  iu  the  composition  of  the  pamphlet  which  beart 
Mr.  Coffcy's  name. 
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I  should  have  incurred  the  charge  of  egotism, 
had  I  unnecessarily  informed  you  of  my  conduct 
on  that  occasion.  In  the  present  instance  I  da 
not  bring  it  forward  with  a  view  to  praise,  because 
what  I  did  was  no  more  than  my  duty.  If  the 
nominal  author  of  the  Observations  will  inspect 
the  orderly  book  of  the  2d  Dragoons,  (or  Scotch 
Greys)  then  quartered  at  Londonderry,  he  will 
Jind  that  instead  of  merely  issuing  a  warrant,  I 
obtained  from  the  commanding  officer,  a  party, 
with  which  I  proceeded  in  the  night  to  the  neigh- 
bourhood where  the  murder  was  committed,  and 
after  a  troublesome  search  personally  apprehended 
and  committed  to  gaol  the  individuals  who  had 
been  identified  as  the  criminals.  If  I  am  not  greatly 
misinformed,  he  will  also  find  an  account  of  that 
transaction  in  the  Chief  Secretary's  Office  in 
Dublin  Castle  :  so  that  I  may  venture  to  deny  the 
charge  brought  against  me  by  Mr.  Coffey  of  mak- 
ing eulogiums  on  smugglers  and  murderers. 3? 

Mr.  Coffey  is  also  much  mistaken  when  he  says 
that  I  accuse  the  Judges  of  the  land  with  partiality 
in  the  administration  of  justice,  and  being  drawn 
into  the  most  violent  invectives  against  all  branches 
of  the  Government.  On  the  authority  of  Sir 
John  Stewart,  the  late  Attorney  General  of  Irc- 

*  On  that  occasion  I  was  not  able  to  ascertain  that  any  bdijnitiei  bad  bec« 
•fered  to  tiw  b«dr  »f  the  deceased. 
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Janet  fa  privy  counsellor  and  representative  for  the 
comity  of  Tyrone,)  I  mentioned  an  unexpected 
eTeeision  of  a  Judge,  respecting  a  notice  for  trial. — 
I  did  not  presume  to  determine  whether  the  point 
was  ruled  right  or  wrong,  though  it  appeared  un- 
usual ;  but  I  totally  deny  the  assertions  which  he 
makes,  respecting  my  invectives  against  Courts  of 
Justice  and  asrainst  all  branches  of  the  Govern- 

O 

inent.*  If  I  have  uttered  them,  I  hope  that  he 
•wilt  inform  me  when,  and  where,  and  how. 

I  do  not  know  of  any  {Tart  of  my  former  letter 
to  you  in  which  I  have  directed  animadversions 
against  the  Executive  Government.  And,  if  Mr. 
Coffey  says  that  I  have  expressed  regret  at  the 
pardon  of  two  soldiers  who  were  convicted  of 
murder,  I  must  beg  leave  to  inform  him  that  he 
could  not  have  read  my  letter. 

In  a  note  to  the  31st  page  of  the  Observations, 
tne  following  passage  occurs: — "  It  is  curious  to 
observe  the  tenderness  with  which  Mr.  C.  de- 
scribes these  acts  of  rebellion  committed  by  the 
smugglers  of  Erris,-  not  a  syllable  of  disappro- 
bation is  expressed  at  their  proceedings/* 

As  a  commentary  on  this  last  remark,  1  beg  leave 
to  lay  before  you,  the  following  extract  of  the  evi- 
dence given  by  Mr.  Jineas  Coffey  before  a  Select 

*  Mr.  Coffer  in  a  note  says,  that  I  liare  retracted  my  charges  against  the 
the  Judges. — On  this  subject,  both  as  to  preferring  and  retractiug  them,  he  ap- 
pears to  be  totally  misinformed. 
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Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons,  on  Irish 
distillation,  in  the  year  1816 : — 

"  Have  any  successful  operations  taken  place 
against  Erris.  by  parties  who  were  resisted  in  any 
recent  instances  ?" — '  Yes  ;  in  October,  1815,  Mr. 
Portland,  Surveyor  of  Excise,  brought  several 
seizures  out  of  Erris,  although  the  inhabitants 
kept  up  a  continual  fire  on  his  party  (which  was 
occasionally  returned)  for  several  hours.  In 
November,  1815,  a  party,  with  Mr.  Collisson  and 
some  other  Revenue  Officers,  made  many  seizures 
there,  which  he  brought  to  Deny.  He  reported 
officially  to  me,  that  upwards  of  200  shots  were 
fired  by  the  people  on  his  party,  and  nearly  as  many 
returned.  He  also  speaks  with  gratitude  in  that 
report  of  the  conduct  of  the  Reverend  Edward 
Chichester,  a  magistrate,  who  on  that  occasion 
interfered  to  prevail  on  the  people  to  desist ;  and 
ran  great  risk  of  being  shot.  There  have  been, 
several  other  expeditions  made  into  Erris  since 
May,  1815  ;  but  these  are  the  only  recent  instances 
of  resistance  there/ 

In  this  case  Mr.  Coffey  is  not  so  faithful  to 
himself  as  he  appeared  to  be  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Cary,  but  rather  exposes  himself  to  disagreeable 
criticism  as  to  his  manner  of  answering  my  state- 
ments. I  will  not  say  to  you  (as  he  has  said  of 
me)  that  lie  must  have  known  that  he  was  stating 
matters  iu  opposition  to  fact ;  for  the  mere  idea 
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of  falsehood  is  disgusting  to  a  liberal  mind  ;  but 
I  am  well  warranted  in  saying  that  the  authors  of 
the  Observations  have  been  very  ill  advised  in 
sending  them  forth  to  the  Public  under  the  name 
of  a  man  who  does  not  appear  to  possess  a  good 
memory. 

Mr,  CofFey  is,  like  all  other  Excise  Officers,  re- 
required  regularly  to  attend  assizes.  As  he  must 
have  been  present  during  the  whole 'of  the  Lent 
assizes,  for  the  county  of  Donegal  1,  in  the  year 
1816,  he  must  have  known  that  a  man  was  con- 
victed there  of  having  fired  at  me  several  times 
while  1  was  searching  for  a  chief  of  Insurgents, 
who  was  in  the  habit  of  commanding  them  in  their 
battles  with  the  military  who  accompanied  Ex- 
cisemen. This  chief  was  a  deserter  from  the 
camp  established  at  Ennishowen  for  Excise  pur- 
poses, and  which,  Mr.  Coffey  says,  had  a  very 
bad  effect,  and  greatly  encouraged  smuggling. 

In  making  these  exertions  in  favour  of  the 
Revenue,  I  had  no  merit  whatsoever  ;  because  it 
is  the  duty  of  a  magistrate  to  support  the  laws, 
even  those  of  which  he  disapproves  ;  but  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  to  shew  you  the  spirit  of 
Mr.  Coffey 's  observations,  as  these  matters,  which 
are  well  known  to  him,  entirely  escaped  his 
memory  at  the  time  when  his  name  was  affixed 
to  a  pamphlet  of  which  he  evidently  composed 
but  a  very  small  portion. 


63 

On  reading  Mr.  Coffey's  Observations  on  my 
former  Letter,  you  cannot  fail  to  remark  that  he 
has  adverted  to  but  a  very  small  proportion  of 
the  arguments  and  facts  which  it  contains.  The 
few  which  he  has  taken  notice  of  he  has  failed  in 
refuting ;  and  the  principal  parts  of  my  Letter 
seem  to  have  passed  unobserved,  and  he  does 
not  appear  to  have  detected  me  even  in  one  sub- 
stantial error. 

The  Official  Returns  which  he  produces  are  ex- 
tremely questionable  as  to  their  authenticity  ;  but 
if  I  even  admit  that  they  are  well  founded,  they 
prove  nothing  to  the  purpose.  That  the  famine 
of  the  last  year  must  of  itself  have  diminished  illicit 
distillation,  is  evident  to  every  body ;  and  self- 
evident  propositions  do  not  stand  in  need  of  de- 
monstration from  excise  returns.  If  the  peasantry 
had  been  duly  encouraged  to  distil  in  a  legal 
manner,  and  the  powers  of  personal  punishment 
judiciously  executed,  illicit  distillation  must  have 
been  suppressed  in  Ireland  many  years  ago.  The 
Excise  Department  have  the  advantage  of  the 
most  summary  laws  to  enable  them  to  punish 
gyilty  individuals*.  They  also  enjoy  the  abso- 
lute command  of  the  army ;  and,  it  is  evident, 
that  corruption  alone  impedes  the  steady  execu- 

*  These  bws  require  Euoi  rerijics. 
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tion  of  themf.  The  punishment  of  the  innocent 
instead  of  the  guilty  is  therefore  unnecessary,  if 
it  were  even  just ;  and  its  success  has  always  been 
in  the  inverse  proportion  of  the  intensity  of  its 
application. 

That  system,  therefore,  cannot  be  defended, 
even  on  the  principle  of  expediency,  for  the  end 
does  not  justify  the  means.  In  philosophical  re- 
searches it  may  have  been  sometimes  necessary 
to  use  cruelty  to  ascertain  the  tenaciousness  of 
animal  life,  but  in  the  present  instance  it  seems 
to  be  the  sole  object  of  the  law  to  measure  the 
extent  of  human  endurance. 

In  my  former  Letter  I  stated  the  commission  of 
many  crimes,  which  never  can  be  justified,  even 
if  the  safety  of  the  community  were  at  stake ;  arid 
in  the  observations  made  upon  that  Letter,  there 
is  no  allusion  to  them  except  a  general  admission 
that  the  fining  system  is  necessarily  severe  in  its 
nature.  A  reply  of  this  .-description  cannot  be 
very  convincing  to  unprejudiced  men,  and  I  am 
sure  it  will  not  have  any  effect  upon  the  Legisla- 
tors of  Great  Britain.  Nothing  can  be  received 
as  an  answer  to  such  a  statement,  except  a  con- 
futation of  the  whole.  If  even  a  tenth  part  of 
it  be  true,  grounds  are  afforded  for  the  most  pain- 
ful invectives  against  the  statute-law  of  the  Brit- 
ish nation. 

•f-  It  will   be  recollccied  ihatilie  same  persons  whose   profligacy  Mr.  Foster 
exposed  in  the  year  1805,  were  continued  in  employment,  and  are  at  this  moment 

tlia  Excisemen  of  Ireland. 
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Exelushe  of  the  direct  expences  caused  by  the 
fining  system — exclusive  of  the  encouragement 
given  to  illicit  distillation  bv  its  tendency  to  ren- 

O  ••  " 

der  the  peasantry  smugglers,  the  finances  of  the 
nation  are  indirectly  injured  to  an  amount  which 
baffles  calculation.  It  is  a  plain  proposition,  that 
the  public  revenues  of  all  nations  will  flourish  in 
proportion  to  the  morality  and  industry  of  the 
inhabitants;  but  unhappily,  it  is  demonstrable  both 
from  theory  and  fact,  that  this  system  has  im- 
paired the  principles  of  the  Irish  peasantry,  in 
every  place  where  it  has  been  tried.  I  already 
stated  to  you  that  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Ennis^ 
a  considerable  town  in  the  county  of  Clare,  many 
fines  have  been  laid  on  townlands  and  parishes,  for 
illicit  distillation,  insomuch  that  the  peasantry, 
remembering  the  past  and  dreading  the  future, 
have  despaired  of  legal  redress  and  resorted  to  the 
dreadful  expedient  of  murder.  The  following 
occurrence,  which  took  place  on  the  13th  of  the 
present  month,  will  convince  you  of  the  justice  cf 
:rcy  observation : — 

For  some  little  time  pact  the  Excise  Officers 
have  made  more  seizures  than  usual  in  the  com- 
mons of  Moyree,  near  the  town  of  Ennis,  where 
illicit  distillation  prevails  to  a  considerable  extent 
On  a  late  occasion,  some  country  people  accosted 
an  Excise  Officer  in  these  words — "  We  know 
who  gives  you  information  against  our  stills,  and 
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you  shall  never  see  Bridget  Cullinan  alive  again.-' 
This  notice,  however,  was  not  attended  to,  as  the 
woman  alluded  to  was  unknown  to  the  Excise 
Officer.  It  appeared,  however,  that  a  wornah  of 
that  name  did  reside  at  Moyree,  for  she  was  soon 
afterwards  murdered  in  a  most  cruel  manner  by  a 
crowd  of  men  who  had  combined  for  the  purpose, 
and  the  dreadful  deed  was  soon  discovered,  for  on 
the  following  morning',  the  body  of  this  inno- 
cent victim  of  suspicion  was  found  in  a  pool 
close  to  the  spot  where  the  deed  was  committed. # 
The  county  of  Clare,  (of  which  Ennis  is  the 
principal  town)  is  situated  in  the  south  of  Ireland, 
and  the  county  of  Donegall  is  in  the  north.  Mr. 
CofiTey,  however,  asserts,  that  it  is  only  in  the 
county  of  Donegall  that  illicit  distillation  has  sur- 
vived the  effect  of  still  fines. — His  pamphlet 
abounds  so  much  with  misinformation  that  it 
would  be  an  endless  labour  to  detect  all  the  in- 
stances where  it  occurs,  and  it  is  well  known  to 
every  person  except  Mr.  Coffey  himself  that  this 
system  is  productive  of  crimes  in  almost  every 
place  where  it  has  operated  ;  and  so  destructive 

*  Ou  tliis  occasion  an  inquest  was  held  by  Mr.  Ivcrs,  a  Coroner  for  the  count* 
of  Ware,  and  the  jury  found  "  that  on  the  night  of  the  lolli  instant,  John  Burns, 
Martin  Burns,  Thomas  Rougham,  Patrick  Sullivan,  James  SnlHran,-  Michaej 
O'Connor,  and  John  Whclari,  together  with  other  persons  unknown,  broke  into 
the  house  of  John  Fly  no,  of  .Mo vrcc,  aud  thereout  dragged  Bridget  Cullinan, 
whom  they  !>cal  and  abused  in  so  savsjje  a  manner  as  to  occasion  her  immediate 
death,  and  after  her  decease  they  conveyed  her  body  to  a  pool  of  water,  into 
vUiidi  they  threw  it. 


are  its  consequences,  that  I  shall  count  the  mo- 
ments with  impatience  until  it  is  repealed  or 
amended.  It  cannot  be  said  that  the  crimes 
which  I  have  instanced  arise  from  any  peculiarity 
in  the  Irish  character,  for  if  the  same  system  were 
enforced  in  the  most  civilized  part  of  England  or 
Scotland,  the  attendant  outrages  would  doubtless 
be  as  numerous  and  as  dreadful. 

Before  I  conclude,  I  think  it  necessary  to  shew 
you,  by  a  few  instances,  the  spirit  of  perversion  or 
mistake  which  pervades  the  entire  of  Mr.  Coftey's 
Ohvervations  on  my  former  statement,  as  well  as 
his  ignorance  of  that  statement  itself;  for  the  very 
laws  which  as  a  gauger  or  inspector  it  is  his  duty 
to  know,  are  represented  by  him  as  not  having" 
existed. — He  has  asserted  that  the  outrages  de- 

o 

tailed  by  me  took  place  before  the  laws  which 
authorise  the  imposition  of  still  fines,  though  it  is 
well  known  that  those  fines  commenced  by  an 
act  for  that  purpose,  which  passed  in  the  year 
1806,  a  year  prior  to  the  commission  of  any  of 
the  outrages  instanced  by  me. — Thus,  then,  if  Mr. 
Coftey  is  the  real  author  of  that  observation,  he  is 
convicted  out  of  his  own  mouth,  of  incapacity  for 
his  situation,  being  ignorant  of  the  laws  which 
relate  to  his  own  office.  It  is  therefore  a  fortu- 
nate circumstance  for  him  that  the  Irish  Board  of 
Excise  are  generally  tender-hearted  towards  their 
officers. 
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Another  instance  of  Mr.  Coffey's  extreme  igno- 
rance of  the  transactions  of  his  own  department,  is 
his  assertion,  (p.  11  of  his  Ob-ervations,;  that  he 
does  not  know  that  any  of  the  gentlemen  of  the 
county  of  Doneg-all  ever  acted  upon  the  resolu- 
tions which  they  published  in  the  year  1814,  with 
a  view  to  the  suppression  of  illicit  distillation — 
and  yet  it  was  stated  by  the  Hon.  James  Hewitt, 
one  of  the  Irish  Commissioners  of  Excise,  that  in 
the  subsequent  year  many  of  those  gentlemen  had 
material}7  assisted  him  in  opposing*  the  illicit  trade. v; 
This  ignorance  of  Mr.  Coffev  is  the  more  inexc<i- 

tt 

sable,  as  it  is  stated  by  himself,  that  he  is  employed 
in  the  county  of  Donegall  by  the  Board  of  Ex- 
cise.f 

Mr.  Coffey  again  asserts  that  parish  fines  were 
not  at  any  period  collected  under  the  orders  of  the 
Board  of  Excise,  although  it  appeared  by  the 
testimony  of  a  iniitary  officer  on  the  investigation 
held  at  Londonderry,  in  the  year  1816,  (a  docu- 
ment to  which  Mr.  CofFey  often  appeals)  that  the 
collector  of  the  fines  acted  in  direct  opposition  to 
Mr.  Coffey's  assertion. — That  individual  having" 
proclaimed  that  he  seized  the  goods  of  an  unof- 
fending man  for  a  fine  on  the  parish  at  large, 

*  Minutes  of  Evidence  on  Irish  Distillation  in  1816,  pafje  78. 
•f  Mr.  Coffey  is  also  misinformed  as  to  hi»  assertion  (p.  8-1-,)  wherein  lie  de- 
clares that  no  impediments  are  placud  in  the  way  of  Brewers  in  the  remote  aud 
mountainous  districts,  for  lie  ought  to  have  been  aware  that  no  malt  can  he 
purchased  in  such  places,  in  consequence  of  the  large  capital  and  complicated 
conditions  required  of  licenced  inalsters. 
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because  the   to \vnland,  whether  innocent  or  not, 

rbrnied  part  of  the  parish.     On  this  occasion  one 

}'  his    horses  was  killed   after  having  been  dis- 

•:>ed  unjust!;1 
These    assertions  of  Mr.  Coffey  are  only  a  few 

•imens  of  the  unusual  ignorance  which  he 
displays  and  professes  of  his  own  peculiar  busi- 
ness, and  for  which  his  employers  ought  to  require 
him  to  account. 

I  cannot  dismiss  this  subject  without  giving  you 
two  or  three  specimens  of  the  reasoning  powers, 
•vnot  to  mention  misrepresentations)  which  Mr. 
Coffc-y  has  exerted  in  different  ways  according  to 
the  nature  of  his  subject.  In  page  9  of  his 
Observations  he  seems  to  imagine,  that  I  have 
proposed  a  total  repeal  of  the  duty  on  spirits, 
and  from  thence  draws  inferences  against  a  po- 
sition which  has  no  existence  any  where  but  in 
Mr.  Coifcy's  book. 

At  pai>e  41  of  the  Observations,  he  quotes  from 
my  former  letter,  a  oassage  in  which  I  stated  some 
of  the  deplorable  consequences  resulting  from  the 
system  of  still  fines.  The  mere  recital  of  the 
sanguinary  crimes  which  I  specified  in  that  pas- 
sage, is  enough  to  till  the  most  indifferent  mind 
with  horror:  and  yet  Mr.  Coffey  says,  that  i£ 
would  seem  from  my  representation  that  the  mas- 

t  See  tlw  Report  of  the  CTidence  taken  before  Mr.  Tkerr,  in  1616,  In  U.* 
case  of  Francis  Bogrgs. 
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sacre  of  Revenue  Officers  would  not  signify 
much. — This  inference  is  printed  in  Italics,  and  is 
not  only  unsupported  by  any  expression  of  mine, 
but  is  also  directly  at  variance  with  the  spirit  and 
letter  of  .the  whole  of  the  publication  from  which 
he  draws  it. 

In  the  56th  page  of  the  Observations,  he  discre- 
dits the  entire  of  an  anecdote  related  by  me,  res- 
pecting the  cruelty  of  the  collector  of  still  fines, 
towards  an  aged  widow,  whose  cow  had  been 
seized  for  the  payment  of  a  still  fine  incurred  by 
others,  though  that  cow  formed  the  only  means 
of  support  which  she  possessed  for  her  son,  who 
was  a  cripple. 

His  reason  for  discrediting  my  statement  is  my 
omission  to  mention  a  circumstance  which  occur- 
red afterwards ;  which  was  unknown  to  me  at  the 
time,  and  which  is  now  reported,  on  the  authority 
of  Jllr.  Coffey  himself!  It  is  totally  irrelative  to 
his  purpose,  and  if  it  proves  any  thing,  it  only  de- 
monstrates in  a  more  forcible  manner  the  cruelty 
under  which  the  miserable  woman  had  suffered  ; 
for  it  represents  her  as  having  become  an  object 
of  alms  to  the  compassionate.  He  says,  that  my 
account  cannot  be  entitled  to  credit  because  I  did 
not  say  that  an  exciseman*  gave  her  money  to 
purchase  her  cow  at  the  subsequent  auction,  which 

*  The   Exciseman   lo  \vlinin    Mr.  Coffey  alludes  had  amassed  a  considerable 
fortune  bj  still  fines,    and  was  not  Ihc  person  wlio  collected  them  or  seized  the 


cow. 
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row  appears  to  have  been  sold  for  the  payment  of 
a  still  fine  incurred  by  others. 

I  have  already  remarked  that  in  some  part  of 
Mr.  Coffey's    Observations,    he  censures  me  for 
assertions  wl:;ch  I  never  made ;  in  other  instances, 
however,  he  changes  his  hand,  and  blames  me  for 
not  having  made  statements  which    I  really  did 
make. — Thus  in    page   54  he  has  observed,  res- 
pecting the   hardships  suffered   by  Mr.  Harvey, 
(whom  I  represented  as  having  been  forced  to  pay 
<i200  for    pei-sons  who  were  placed  beyond  the 
reach  of  his  vigilance,)  that  I  have  omitted  to  state 
that  he    had    collected    the   greater  part  of   that 
money  from    his  tenants ;  forgetting  that  I  dis- 
tinctly stated  in  my  former  letter  that  "  some  of 
t;  his  tenants  had  found   means  to  advance  that 
"  sum  to  ransom   the   property  which  had  been 
';  seized,  and  he  immediately  paid   it,  believing 
"  that  the  Board  of  Excise  would  refund  it,  as 
"  soon    as  they  should  learn  the  injustice  of  the 
"  proceeding."*     Such  being  the  manner  of  .Mr. 
Coffey's  reasoning,  I  cannot  compliment  him  on 
his  skill  in  argument,  as   it  must  be  verv  easv  to 

™  *  . 

answer  my  statement   when  altered  according  to 
his  own  pleasure. 

I  must  therefore  remark  upon  the  entire  of  Mr. 
Coffey's  Observations,  that  he  has  not  onlv  failed 
in  his  object,  but  materially  injured  the  cause  for 

*    F:'  re  ." 
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which  he  is  the  advocate.  He  has  exposed  the 
corruption  of  the  Excise  department  by  his  incon- 
siderate attempt  to  deny  it,  and  has  forced  me  to 
remind  the  public  of  the  official  representations 
which  had  been  so  often  made  of  the  treachery  of 
Excise  Officers,  who  are  (with  the  exception  of  a 
few  casualties)  the  same  persons  that  existed  at  the 
time  when  they  were  arraigned  in  Parliament  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Irish  Exchequer. 

From  those  representations  it  is  plainly  to  be 
inferred  that  the  profits  arising*  from  illicit  distil- 
leries are  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Excise  Offi- 
cers, and  riot  in  those  of  the  landed  proprietors. 

By  his  sttcmpts  to  throw  discredit  on  my  asser- 
tion that  the  Board  of  Excise  withdraw  licences  in 
an  arbitrary  manner,  he  has  compelled  me  to 
condemn  them  out  of  their  own  mouths  by  pro- 
ducing their  own  orders,  respecting  a  distillery  at 
Carrickfergus ;  he  has  also  subjected  himself  to 
ridicule  by  founding  his  impeachment  of  my  can- 
dour on  the  mistake  of  a  numerical  figure,  or  my 
adherence  to  the  spirit  rather  than  to  the  letter  of 
a  particular  document  quoted  by  me  as  a  corrobo- 
ration  and  not  as  the  grounds  of  my  assertion. .#• 
If  therefore  the  caprice  and  partiality  of  that  Board 
are  now  irretrievably  exposed,  the  disclosure 
ought  to  be  attributed  to  Mr.  Coflfey  himself. — 

*  See  the   Report  of  the   Committee  on   Irish   Distillation  in   1816,  page 
58,  59,  and  60. 
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Some  of  the  official  returns  produced  by  Mr. 
Coiley  are  not  the  Jeast  amusing  parts  of  his  book. 
He  says,  (page  25  of  the  Observations,)  that  it 
•would  embarrass  the  statement  with  complicated 
details,  if  he  shewed  that  the  actual  consumption 
of  legal  spirits  in  the  district  of  Londonderry  was 
greater  i»  the  year  1818  than  in  the  foregoing 
years ;  and  yet  this  is  the  very  point  which  he 
professes  to  prove  to  his  readers.  He  also  says, 
that  numbers  2  and  5  of  the  official  documents, 
which  he  presents  to  the  public  as  unanswerable 
proof^of  the  success  of  the  fining  system,  are  not 
the  proper  Parliamentary  Returns, — In  other 
words,  they  are  Jllr.  JEneas  Coffey's  own  Re- 
turns, which  this  lusus  naturae,  this  double  headed 
animal,  brings  forward  to  support  his  own  asser- 
tions, supposing  that  the  reader  will  not  discover 
the  identity  of  the  advocate  and  the  witness. 

In  a  similar  manner  he  asserts,  that  "  the  dis- 
tress sold  in  the  county  of  Donegall,  to  persons 
not  the  original  owners,  during  the  whole  levy  of 
fines,  did  not  amount  altogether  to  three  hundred 
pounds ;"  and  yet  he  admits  that  he  has  not  the 
means  of  ascertaining  the  amount.  I  must  there- 
fore be  excused  for  doubting  the  accuracy  of  Mr. 
Coffey's  statement,  for  two  reasons — one  of  which 
is,  that  he  professes  absolute  ignorance  of  several 

matters  which,  as  an  Exciseman,  it  is  his  duty  to 
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know  ;  an,d  the  other,  that  the  evidence, unwillingly 
forced  from  the  Commissioners  of  Excise  them- 
selves, proves  that  many  of  the  seized  cattle  were 
either  secretly  disposed  of  in  the  night,  or  sold  to 
strangers,  for  sums  greatly  inferior  to  their 
value. — It  would  therefore  require  some  credulity 
to  believe  in  the  lenity  of  the  Board  of  Excise,  in 
levying  only  £494  in  the  county  of  Donegal  t,  in 
the  winter  of  the  year  1817 ;  for  the  pestilence 
and  famine  of  that  season,  added  to  the  pillage  of 
the  preceding  year,  rendered  it  impossible  for 
them  to  extract  more  property  than  they  did, 
from  a  district  of  country  which  had  been  sub- 
jected to  general  pillage  in  the  preceding  year. — 
The  number  of  cattle  however  which  were  seized 
and  sold  for  the  payment  of  £494  must  have  ex- 
ceeded one  thousand,  for  they  produced  on  an 
average  about  ten  shillings  each,  so  that  the  mise- 
ries of  the  people  who  were  then  suffering  under 
the  complicated  visitations  of  famine  and  pesti- 
lence must  have  been  inconceivable,  if  it  be  consi- 
dered that  the  deprivations  sustained  by  indivi- 
duals were  equallv  severe,  whether  the  seized  cattle 
produced  a  high  or  low  price  when  brought  to 
auction.  Let  any  person  suppose  himself  and  his 
family  placed  in  the  circumstances  of  the  unfor- 
tunate Irish  peasantry,  when  they  are  suffering 
under  typhus  fever.  Let  him  recollect  that 
the  support  derived  from  a  cow  is,  in  that  case, 
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essential  to  the  preservation  of  their  lives ;  and 
then  let  him  estimate  the  maddening  sentiments 
which  must  take  possession  of  their  minds,  when 
the  seizures  are  actually  made,  the  consequences  of 
which  are  so  fatal. — This  is  the  just  point  in 
which  the  dreadful  effects  of  the  fining  system 
ought  to  be  viewed,  and  not  the  point  of  expedi- 
ency which  never  can  be  justified  '  T  morality, 
and  which  in  the 'preset  instance  is  not  borne 
out  even  by  success. 

Notwithstanding  the  Observations  in  reply  to  my 
former  letter,  it  is  evident  that  very  little  of  that 
let-erhas  been  commented  upon,  and  the  facts  men- 
tioned in  it  remain,  not  only  unanswered  but  un- 
touched.— The  unjustifiable  principle  of  the  fining 
system  is  left  undefended. — The  unprecedented 
permission  of  Excisemen,  to  obtain  enormous  sums 
of  money  by  their  own  testimony,  is  not  once  al- 
luded to.  Nothing  is  said  on  the  subject  of  the  great 
cruelty  of  charging  those  persons  with  heavy  costs 
who  traverse  successfully  in  the  actions  for  still  fines. 
No  notice  whatever  is  taken  of  the  summary  powers 
given  to  Excisemen  to  suppress  illicit  distillation 
by  personal  punishments  (which  if  duly  adminis- 
tered must  have  effected  their  purpose,)  nor  is  any 
observation  made  on  the  general  opportunity  for 
private  revenge  afforded  by  the  fining  system  to 
all  vindictive  or  avaricious  persons — a  revenge 
from  which  neither  the  wise  nor  the  virtuous  can 
escape.  The  destruction  of  military  discipline ; 
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the  extinction  of  social  confidence,  and  the  unme- 
rited forfeiture  of  estates  seem  to  be  entirely 
overlooked  ;  and  in  the  same  manner  that  the 
author  of  the  Observations  omits  the  consideration 
of  the  law  itself,  does,  he  pass  over  almost  all  the 
melancholy  facts  which  1  have  enumerated  respect- 
ing itsexecution. 

He  does  not  allude  to  the  exaction  of  a  tovrr. 
land  fine  from  Sir  John  Stewart,  for  an  offence 
committed  by  others,  while  he  was  ill  of  a  fever  , 
nor  does  he  appear  to  know  that  Colonel  Burn 
and  Mr.  Alexander  Stewart  were  dealt  with  in  the 
same  manner,  when  attending  in  their  places  in, 
the  House  of  Commons.  Mr.  Webber's  case 
appears  to  the  author  equally  unworthy  of  atten- 
tion, although  he  was  compelled  to  pay  for 
offences  which  he  had  strained  every  nerve  to 
prevent  or  punish. 

The  market  for  illicit  spirits,  so  long  tolerated 
at  Moville,  and  at  the  camp  established  at  Baskill, 
to  enforce  the  Revenue  Laws ;  the  exactions 
practised  on  John  Doherty,  Neil  Farren,  and 
Francis  Boggs ;  the  causeless  invasion  of  the 
houses  of  the  gentry ;  the  secret  removal  of  the 
cattlej  which  were  destined  for  public  sale;  and 
the  seizure  of  the  little  articles  of  dress  belonging 
to  the  country  women,  are  passed  over  in  studied 
silence. 

The  stratagem  used  by  the  country  people  to 
save  their  cattle,  by  hiding  them  under  ground,  is 
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one  of  an  extraordinary  nature,  and  if  it  had  been 
falsely  related  by  me,  would  not,  I  presume,  have 
scaped  :Mr.  CofFey's  animadversions;  but  this 
fact  is  unnoticed,  as  well  as  the  murder  of  an 
n>ed  countryman,  by  a  part  of  the  crew  of  a 
Revenue  cutter,  stationed  in  Lough  Fo}le ;  and  the 
punishment  of  Mr.  Henry  Alexander,  for  an  illi- 
cit still  found  six  or  seven  thousand  miles  from 
him,  is  unobserved,  because  perhaps  such  an  event 
is  so  like  the  familiar  and  ordinary  occurrences 
ling-  from  the  fining  system.  Mr.  Butler's 
cruel  murder  is  also  unnoticed. 

Sudi  is  the  mode  of  answering  my  statements, 
ivhich  has  been  adopted  by  the  author  of  the  Ob- 
servations:  and  it  appears  to  be  simply  this — to 
pass   over   in    silence  a  great  rtu.jority  of  the 
facts,  and  to  leave  the  rest  unconfuted. 

It  will  be  recollected  thatl  claimed  investigation 
of  the  tacts  which  1  formerly  stated,  provided  that 
i  might  be  permitted  to  produce  my  proofs.  Had 
such  an  opportunity  presented  itself,  I  should  have 
convinced  the  public,  long  before  this  time,  that 
the  Irish  Distillery  Laws  are  radically  defective, 
and  corruptly  administered. — It  is  evident,  how- 
ever, that  investigation  will  not  forward  the  dis- 
covery of  truth,  if  it  be  conducted  by  those  who 
are  interested  in  concealment:  but  a  fair  and  open 
enquiry  must  effectually  establish  the  validity  of 
«very  allegation  which  I  have  made,  and  will  in 
that  case,  exhibit  malversations  in  the  Excise  De- 
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partment  of  Ireland,  exceeding  those  of  any  other 
European  nation.  I  cannot,  however,  engage  to 
prove  my  assertions,  if  I  fall  into  the  hands  of  those 
who  deny  me  the  power  of  speaking  for  myself; 
who  are  in  the  habit  of  silencing  by  forms  of  law, 
the  developement  of  crime,  and  who  utter  un- 
manly calumnies  when  protected  by  privilege. — 
Of  such  persons  I  acknowledge  my  fear,  but  I  so- 
licit the  scrutiny  of  all  honest  and  disinterested 
men. 

It  is  a  subject  of  much  regret  to  me  that  the 
exposure  of  so  many  atrocities  has  devolved  on 
an  individual  who  occupies  so  humble  and  remote 
a  station  in  society,  as  that  in  which  my  lot  has 
been  cast.  It  was  my  wish  that  this  duty  should 
have  been  performed  by  those  whose  talents  and 
influence  qualify  them  for  the  undertaking;  and 
I  trust  that  the  consciousness  of  my  inability  will 
be  viewed  as  an  excuse  for  my  long  omission  of  a 
duty  which,  as  a  Clergyman  and  a  Magistrate,  I 
have  been  imperiously  called  on  to  perform — and 
though  I  am  well  aware  of  the  difficulties  and 
dangers  which  embarra.  »  an  unsupported  indivi- 
dual in  any  contest  agaii.st  superior  numbers,  I 
am  notwithstanding  convinced,  that  personal  risk 
and  personal  labour  never  oi.°'ht  to  be  placed  in 
competition  with  public  good  a^rl  the  prevention 
of  crimes. — FIAT  JUSTITIA — RUAI  CCELUM! 
I  am,  &c.  &c. 

EDWARD  CHICHESTER. 


APPENDIX. 


The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  Memorial  of  St. 
Catharine's  Parish,  to  the  Commissioners  of  Ex- 
cise. 

The  Memorial  of  the  Church-Wardens  and 
Parishioners  of  the  Parish  of  St.  Cathe- 
rine, Dublin,   in    Vestry  assembled,    18th 
May,  1818, 
SHEWETH, 

That  copies  of  two  notices  of  informations  for 
parts  of  unlicensed  stills,  alleged  to  have  been 
found  in  different  parts  of  Thomas-street,  in  said 
parish,  the  one  by  Daniel  Marcus  Collisson,  upon 
the  16th  day  of  March  last,  and  the  other  by  Ro- 
bert Underwood,  upon  the  24th  of  January  last, 
were  each  addressed  to,  and  about  the  latter  end 
of  March  last  served  upon,  three  householders  in 
Thomas-street  aforesaid,  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
flicting fines  on  said  parish. 

That  upon  service  of  said  notices,  Memorialists 
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consulted  their  counsel,  who  advised  Memorialists 
should,  if  possible,  obtain  permission  to  enter  ge- 
neral traverses  to  said  informations. 

That  said  informations  having-  been  called  on  for 
trial,  upon  the  first  sitting  day  of  last  Easter  term, 
Memorialists  appeared  by  their  counsel,  who  moved 
for  permission  to  enter  general  traverses,  which 
motion  was  opposed  on  behalf  of  the  informants  ; 
and  Memorialists  obtained  permission  to  traverse  ii« 
the  name  of  John  Dwyer,  a  respectable  inhabi 
tant  and  householder  in  said  parish,  in  the  one 
case  for  collusion,  and  in  the  other  the  finding. 

That  the  court  appointed  Monday  13th  of  Apri 
for  trial  of  said  traverses,  when  Memorialists  with 
their  counsel,  agent  and  witnesses,  were  prepared  : 
but  the  trial  was  postponed  until  the  20th,  when 
both  informations  were  withdrawn. 

That  Memorialists'  expenses  for  such  traverses 
and  defences  have  been  taxed  to  the  sum  of 
<£36  15s.  lid. 

That  the  well-known  poverty  of  the  greater 
part  of  the  inhabitants  of  said  parish,  is  such  as 
to  render  extremely  grievous  any  addition  to  their 
burdens,  already  beyond  their  abilily  to  bear. 

That  Memorialists  are  firmly  of  opinion,  that 
upon  trial,  said  informations  would  have  been 
defeated,  upon  the  ground  of  collusion,  as  may 
appear  from  the  examination  of  one  Cunningham, 
taken  before  the  Magistrates  of  the  Police  Office, 
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James's-street,  about  the  beginning  of  April  last ; 
copies  of  which  are  already  before  this  Honour- 
able Board,  and  the  circumstance,  that  memoria- 
lists had  no  doubt  of  establishing  an  agency  on  the 
part  of  said  Cunningham,  in  the  matters  com- 
plained of  by  said  informations. 

.Memorialists  submit  that  for  these  reasons, 
this  Honourable  Board  will  be  pleased 
to  order  Memorialists  to  be  reimbursed 
the  expense,  ^  wantonly  and  unneces- 
sarily heap^l  upon  them,  to   be  borne 
by  such  persons  as  upon  enquiry  shall 
be  fon«d  to  have  occasioned  said  expense, 
and  will    direct  such  investigation  and 
enquiry  into  the  mater,  as  may  appear 
to  this  Honourable  Jbard  best  calculated 
to  prevent  a  recurpnce  of  such  cases. 
Presented  28th  May,  181*. 

Hhur  Knox,  Vicar,        I  Jbr  Randal  MacDonnell 
t.  Atkinson,  Ch.  Warden  Hiomas  Mac  Donnell 
Arthur  Guinness,  Robert  Smyth 


Barnes  Ewd.  Byrne, 
Thomas  Fuller, 
fohaDwyer, 

Hearne, 
Ferrall, 
Join  Brown, 
Sail, 


John  Anderson, 
Farrell  Magee, 
Peter  Power, 
Joseph  Dwyer, 
John  Walsh, 
John  Thompson 
John  Phelan. 
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